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Whitebaven, March 2, 1768, 


DEAR 811, 
\ A 7 I T H ſincere affection for you and your 
friends, and hearty concern for your know- 
ledge of the will of Chriſt, in the matters of 
dis kingdom, 1 earneſtly wiſh your ſerious attention to 
the ſubject I am going to introduce. 

As I have neither room nor time for many introductory 
reflections, I muſt abruptly inform you, that we have 
lately had fome differences among us concerning infant- 
baptiſm, which are now concluded with the loſs of two of 
our brethren and the reſt of us embracing that doctrine. 
And as our connection with you lays me under an obliga- 
tion of ſignifying to vou the reafons for this remarkable al- 
teration in our ſentiments, I ſhall lay them before you in as 
brief and clear a manner as I can; firſt repeating my fervent 
wiſh that your attentioh may indeed be awakened to the 
ſubject; for there is ſome danger connected with our for- 
mer opinion. 

Several things happened, nearly at the ſame time, which 
concurred to raiſe a ſuſpicion in our minds that our 
notion of baptiſm was dangerouſly erronious. One thing 
in particular I may notice. We received a pamphlet on 
the ſubject (the publication of which we had before been 
warned to expect) containing a reply to Mr. Glas's dif- 


ſertation on infant. E by a gentleman at Glaſgow, 
| | A wha 


E 

who had left one of the independant churches in Scotland, 
and commenced baptiſt. As we had long wiſhed to ſee 
ſomething propoſed, in anſwer to Mr. Glas's arguments in 
favour of infant-baptiſm, we read this pamphlet with ſome 
eagerneſs and attention. The conſequence was, we were 
obliged: to conclude the author had perverted the words of 
Chriſt concerning little children, with other paſſages, and 
that Mr, Glas had repreſented them in a true light. In 
a word, we were pretty cloſely followed with the 
thought, that Mr. Glas was ſtill unanſwered. - But, paſſing 
this, what I have to propoſe to you on this ſubject take in 
the following ſections. 

§. I. The evidence which we perceive for infant-baptiſm,, 
may be eahly apprehended after a few remarks on thoſe 
expreſſions in the goſpel, kingdom of heaven, and kingdom 
of God, that may include what we take to be the ſcripturg 
view of this kingdom. We ſhall ſuppole there need be no- 
thing ſaid to convince you, that the way we have, in our 
old connection, gloſſed theſe expreſſions, as, © kingdom of 


grace in the heart—goſpel diſpenſation—kingdom of glory, 
« &c.” has not ſerved to give a true illuſtration of them, 


nor proceeded from juſt conceptions of this kingdom in our 
own minds. But as you may ſee this ſubject largely treated 
on in Glas's works, vol. I. all I have to do here is to ſtate 
our yiew of the kingdom in as few words as I can, to make it 
ſufficiently plain; which, however, may require my no- 
ticing diſtinctly theſe particulars that follow ; 

(i.) The creation bf the world was with a particular view 
to this kingdom, and typical of it“. The divine pur- 
poſe in creation, and the proceedings of Providence after- 
wards among the peculiar people, were not clearly under- 
ſtood by men, nor even by angels, till they were explained 
in the goſpel of the kingdom t, by which we learn that 


Pro. viii. 22, 31. Pial, viii. and xix. Heb. ii. 5, 10. 1 Cor. xv. 45, 50. 
Rev. x. 6, 7, and xxi. 5. f 2 Tim. i. 0, 2 Pet. bs 20, 12, 12. 


they 
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they were emblematical of what was to take place in the 
new creation-: this had its beginning in the Son of God 
becoming man “, as the works of the firſt creation were 
fniſhed in the firſt Adam. That the great and principal 
deſign of the Creator was not accompliſhed in the firſt crea- 
tion, ſeems confirmed by the prayer of the thief crucified 
with Jeſus. He underſtood Jeſus was condemned for 
making himſelf a king, and for bearing witneſs to the truth 
concerning his kingdom, and that it was nos of this world; 
for in his prayer he ſignified that Jeſus was even then on 
his way toit: Lord remember me when thou COMEST into thy 
kingdom. The anſwer of the Lord may ſhew us that the 
| ſeat of his kingdom was prefigured by the firſt paradiſe, 
whereof the firſt man was Loa Dp: —Ta-dey ſbalt thou be 
with me in Paradiſe. See Rev. ii. 7. 

(2.) God's peculiar and leading deſign in bringing the 
poſterity of Abraham into the form of a kingdom, Exod. 
xix. 6. ſubject to himſelf as their king, when he began to 
lead them to the promiſed Canaan, where he fixed the ſeat 
of this earthly kingdom, was to prefigure the kingdom of 
heaven then afar off +; and the throne of David in that 
kingdom, ſettled in the tribe of Judah, according to Jacob's 
propheſy t, was for a ſtanding type of the kingdom of 
heaven, to which Jeſus was exalted a prince |. This ap- 
pears from Peter's applying the praphecies of David to 
Chriſt raiſed from the dead and aſcended to heaven, Act. ii. 
29, 30. for when we conſider the words of Peter from 
AR. ii. ver. 25, to ver. 36. we may perceive the myſtery 
of David's kingdom, and the ſenſe of the prophecies con- 
cerning it &, to be accompliſhed in another kingdom which, 
HIS was ſet up and contined to foreſnew. David's king - 
dom was a lamp before the Lord in Jeruſalem ++ though 
it grew dim on the approach of the kingdom it prefigured, 


* Gen. i. 7, 2. Luke, i, 35. Rev. iii. 14 71 Pet. ii. 9. Þ Gen, 
Alix. 10, Act. v. 31. F Suchas theſe, Iſa. ix. 7 Jer. xxiti. 5. Ezek 
XIXiv. 23, 24, and XXXVii. 24, 25. 1 King. xi 26, Pfal, * xi. 17. 
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and was extinguiſhed ſoon after the ſetting up of that king- 


dom, having reached its end. And this was not the caſe 
only with the government of this kingdom of David in his 
ſucceſſors on his throne, but alſo with the prieſthood and 
worſhip connected with it and eſtabliſhed in it. See Joel, 
ii. 3. Act. ii. 20. | 
(3.) As the kingdom of heaven was thus prefigured by 
the Old Teſtament Church, and foretold by the prophets 
of that church before it came, by the ſpirit of Chriſt in 
them, teſtifying beforehand of the ſufferings of its king, and 
the glory of the kingdom following theſe ; ſo, when 
John the baptiſt was ſent of God to preach and baptize, 
he was to give warning to the houſe of Iſrael of the near 
approach of this kingdom. His preaching is thus ſummed 
up: The kingdom of heaven is at hand. And becauſe he 
had this to ſay, and pointed out the perſon of the king, 
he was greater than any of the former prophets that had 


ſpoken of this kingdomꝰ. This was what ſeſus alſo preached, 


and all whom he appointed to preach in his name +, 
This kingdom beheld fo far off in the promiſes concerning 
it + was now juſt ready to be ſet up &, on the ruins of the 
former earthly kingdom. See Amos, ix. 11. Act. xv. 16. 
But, | 
(.̃]34.) It did not fully come till Chriſt had finiſhed his 
ſufferings, was raiſed from the dead, aſcended up into hea- 
ven and fat down on the throne of this kingdom: and then 
this glorious heavenly kingdom fo long before prefigured, 
promiſed and expected, in heaven and on carth, was come, 
as Peter ſaid, Act. chap. ii. Men and brethren let me freely 
ſpeak unto you of the fatriarch David, that he is both dead 
and buried, and his ſepulchre is with us unto this day: There- 
fore being a prophet, and knawins that God had ſworn with an 
eath to him, that of the fruit of his loins, according to the fleſh, 


Mat. xi. 11. + Mat. iv. 17. and x. 7, Luke, x. 9, 11. and xxi. 31, 
FER 4 Heb. xi. 13. > Dan. vii. 44. 
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te would raiſe up Chriſi to fit on his throne: He ſceiug this 
before, ſpake of the reſurrection of Chriſt, that his ſoul was not 
left in the ſeparate ſtate, neither did his fleſh fee corruption. 
This Jeſus hath God raiſed up, whereof we all are witneſſes. 
Therefore being by the right-hand of God exalted, and having 
received of the Father the promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, he hath 
ſhed forth this which ye now ſee and hear. For David is net 
aſcended into the heavens : but he ſaith himſelf, The Lord ſaid 
unto my Lord, Sit thou on my right hand, until I make thy 
foes thy foofſtool. Therefore let all the houſe of Iſrael know 
aſjuredly, that God hath made that ſame Jeſus whom ye have 
crucified bath Lord and Chri/l. 

(5.) This kingdom, now that it was come, conſiſted of 
all the ſpirits of juſt men before gathered to heaven “. 
All theſe were perſected (ſee Heb. ii. 40. and xii. 23.) 
when Jeſus aſcended above them to the Father's right- 
hand in their nature: they were perfected by receiving 
the end of their expectation, the Meſſiah, the king, whom 
they had been longing for in heaven, in conjunction with 
thoſe on earth in every age of the Old- Teſtament Church, 
who rejoiced in this day to come t. And they were per- 
fected by ſharing with the king in his anointing, or fulneſs 
of joy from the preſence of the Father T. This is that 
promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt of which baptiſm is the ſign ||. 
And it may be here noted that the reaſon why this kingdom 
is called the &ingdom of heaven, is becaule the ſcat of it, 
the perſon of the king and main body of the ſubjects are in 
heaven, as thoſe in the kingdom that prefigured it were 
Gn earth; as well as to correct the notion which the 
Jews entertained of a glorious earthly kingdom for their 
Meſſiah. | 4 

But this kingdom conſiſted not only of the ſpirits of 
Juſt men perfected in heaven (with the angels who are 


Gen. xxv. 8. and xxxv 29. and xlix, 29, 23. Num. xx. 24, 26. and xxvii. 
13. Deut. xxxii, fo. f Plal. xiv. 7. and liti. 6. Act. xxvi. 6. 7. Pal. 
xlv, 7. Heb. i. 8, 9. | Luke, xxiv. 49. Acc. i. 4, 5. and ii. 4, 38. 
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allo ſome way of the kingdom too, Heb. xii. 22) but alſo 


of the believers and their children * on earth; even the 
believers of the reſurrection and exaltation of Jeſus to his 
kingdom. Conſider Col. i. 13. Heb. xii. 28. Rev. i. 9. 
x Theſ. ii. 12. Theſe alſo are included in the ſame ſo- 
ciety, or holy nation, denominated the Aingdom. This 


ſociety, whether the members are in heaven, or yet off 
earth, have all one Father, one Lord and Spirit, are one 
family and houſhold, have one place and object of wor- 


ſhip, and are all in cloſe union and connection, notwith- 
ſtanding ſome of them being abſent from the Lord and 
from the heavenly country +. 


This great revolution which happened in heaven, and 
on earth, on the aſcenſion of Jeſus to his kingdom, is ſig- 
nified in Heb. xii. 26. Hag. ii. 6, 7. And it affected not 


only the ſtate and order of the ſpirits of juſt men there, 


but alſo the angels, who were brought into a new order in 


ſubjection to the Son of man 4. They have their know- 
ledge and happineſs abundantly enlarged by beholding the 
manifeſtation God has made of himſelf to his creatures 
in man, far beyond any thing that was to be ſeen of him 
in the perfect ſtate of the firſt creation $, and moſt won- 


derful indeed ! The earth was ſhaken when the Son of 
God ſpake on earth in giving the law at Sinai, when the 


perſons that prefigured the kindom of beaven, paſſed out 
of the famiiy ſtate and took the form of a nation, a king- 
dom, Whoſe voice then ſhook the earth. And now on de- 
moliſhing that kingdom which was earthly, and on earth, 


and erecting another kingdom in heaven, not only the 
earth is ſhaken, but alſo heaven ; and the iſſue of this is, 


we receive a kingdom which cannot be moved. 


* AQ. ii. 39. T Eph. i. 4, 10. and i. 15, 22. and iii. 15. and iv, 4, 16. 
Heb. xii. 22, 28. } Col, ii. 10. 1 Pet. iii. 22. $ 1 Tim, iii. 16, 
"Eph, ili. 10. 1 Pet. i. 12. ; 
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On ſetting up this kingdom, which cannot be moved, in 
heaven, immediate notice was given of it on the earth, to 
the ſubjects there, by the Holy Ghoſt ſent down from hea- 
ven; and the tidings were carried in the everlaſting goſ- 
pel to every nation, to call ſubjects to it. The effects of 
the deſcent of the Holy Ghoſt, who had filled the ſoul of 
Jeſus full of joy, that he might jill all things, were, the 
declaring with power that the ſame Jeſus who was cru- 
cified by the Jews was made both Lord and Chriſt, and 
confirming the teſtimony he had given of himſelf and his 
kingdom *, and every word of prophecy concerning it in 
the Old Teſtament ſcriptures +, bringing the believers in- 
to church order for a viſtble repreſentation on earth of this 
inviſible kingdom in heaven 4, filling them, from Jeſus, 
with joy and peace in believing and planting theſe churches 
afar off in the nations, all which was attended with divers 
miracles, ſigns and wonders $. It cannot be amiſs that I 
inſert here an obſervation in the treatiſe on this kingdom 
I before referred you to. In this kingdom“ There is a 
« wonderful aſſociation, or rather union, of different 
e things, that were ſeparated, but never united in this 
* manner before. God and the creature, angels and the 
s ſpirits of juſt men in heaven; again, heaven and earth; 
“ and on earth, Jews and Gentiles, and they of all na- 
ce tions, all ranks and conditions, age and ſexes, are all 
joined in one in Chriſt Jeſus, the Son of man, who is 

& the Son of God.” 

(6.) This kingdom, or ſociety of men gathered to 
Chriſt, Gen. xlix. 10. both in heaven and on earth 
is alſo called his church ||, repreſented by the differ- 
ent churches of the ſaints. on earth; his houſe, or family; 


Act. ii. 22, 36. and iii. 12, 26, and iv. 8, 12. Rom. i. 4. John, xvi. 8, 12, 


FN. i. 19, 21. 1 AR, ii. 42, 47. $ Heb, ü. 4. | Mat, xvi, 


18, Eph. i. 22, and ili, 10, 21, and v. 24, 25, 27, 29, 32. Col, i, 18, 24. 
Heb, ii. 12. 
and 


. 
and his temple, bride, people, brethren, &c. and ny 


it is called his d. 

(7-) Baptiſm belongs immediately to this Abbe, 
church, or body of Chriſt ; or to the members on earth, 
wherever they appear, and on the : ery firſt appearance of 
their memberſhip as the ſign of their entrance into it. 
And as chriſtians, in general, are willing to acknowledge, 
in ſome ſenſe of their own, that none enter into this 
kingdom, or become members of Chriſt's body tho 
church, but by the waſhing of regeneration and renew- 
ing of the Holy Ghoſt; ſo it is, ſo far as 1 know, gene- 
rally acknowledged in our divilion of the chriſtian world, 
the baptiſts, that baptiſm being the ſign of that cleanſing 
by. which we enter the holy kingdom, it muſt belong to 
all thoſe, whom the ſcripture points out to us as belong- 
ing to this kingdom and none other. We think this mat- 
ter ſo clear from ſome paſlages of ſcripture, that the bare re- 
_ petition of them carries evidence fufficient, without further 
illuſtration, The paſſages are, 1 Cor. xii. 12, 13. For 
as the body is one and bath many members, and all the 
members of that one body, being many, are one body ; ; ſo alſs 
is Chrijt, For by one Spirit are we all baptized into one body, 
whether we be Fews or Gentiles, ohether we be bond or free ; 
and have all been made to drink into one Spirit, Eph. iv. 4, 5. 
— One body, vnd one ſpirit, —one baptiſm. Chap. v. 25, 26, 
27. Huſbands, love your wives, even as Chrift alſo loved the 
church, and gave himſelf for it : That he might ſanctiſj and 
cleanſe it with the waſhing of water by the word, that he 
might preſent it to himſelf a glorious church, not having ſpot 
or wrinkle, or any ſuch thing ; but that it ſhould be holy and 
quithout blemiſh, Lit. iii. 5.— according to his mercy he ſaved 
us, by the waſhing of regeneration and renewing of the 


Hol Gl. 


* x Cor. xii, 12, 13, 27. Eph. i. 23. and ii. 16. and iii. 6. and iv. 4, 12, 
16. am v. 23. Col. 18, 24. aud ili. 15. 
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| Theſe texts ſhew us, that baptiſm does not, like the 
Lord's ſupper, belong to the congregations of Chriſtians 
coming together into one place; and that it is not to be 
adminiſtefed to the members of ſuch congregations, but to 
perſons appearing to be members of the congregation of 
all ſaints, ſeparately, on the very firſt appearance of that 
memberſhip, before they can be added to any ſuch con- 
gregation of chriſtians. And this, 1 think, will be found 
to agree with all the accounts we have of baptizing in the 
hiſtory of the apoſtles miniſtry, 

When John the baptiſt came preaching, ſaying, The 
kingdom of heaven is at hand; and ſhewing the neceſſity 
of the purification of all the ſubjects of it, he alſo came 
baptizing with water as a fign of that purification. And in- 
deed it is plain, we cannot acknowledge any perſon as a 
ſubject of this kingdom whom we carinot admit to baptiſm, 
the ſtanding inſtituted ſign of entrance into it. 

Theſe obſervations on the kingdom of God: I thought 
might not be unneceſſary, previous to my relating to you 
more directly the evidence which we now perceive in the 
New Teſtament for the baptizing of infants. And there 
is the more need of it, as I think we cannot have a true 
notion of baptiſm further than we are inſtructed into the 
knowledge of the kingdom of heaven. It was our not 
attending, as we ſhould have done, to the connection be- 
tween baptiſm and the kingdom of heaven, that kept us fo 
long obſtinately withſtanding God: at leaſt this was one 
reaſon. And we may now ſee how our oppoling infant- 


| baptiſm cheriſhed our ſelf-righteous diſpoſition, and did 


indeed threaten our deſtruction. We had ſome little 
warning of this, but we found no inclination to pay re- 
gard to it, however our minds might at times be ſtruck 
with its evidence. We found a ſufficient fund of reaſon- 


ing in our hearts to ward off any diſagrecable apprehen- 


flo. But to proceed 
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& II. If our infants can appear from the New Teſtament 
to be of the kingdom of heaven equally with ourſelves, 
then all our reaſonings and objections againſt their being 
baptized, will turn out objecting and reaſoning againſt 
God, and muſt immediately proceed from that principle 
of diſaffection to the goſpel by which we are led to truſt in 
ourſelves that we are righteous, and deſpiſe others : And 
indeed the predominance of this deſtructive ſoul-ruining 
principle has but too glaring an appearance through our 


whole body, teachers and people, if I may judge of this 
from the current and acceptable doctrine of our pulpits, 


from the writings of our teachers of moſt eftabliſhed cha- 
racers, and from the univerſal diſguſt which we have to the 
commandments of the Lord and Saviour, or the goſpel con- 
verſation eſtabliſhed among the firſt chriſtians. But there 
is not any ſubject on which we more plainly betray our 
diſaffection to the grace of God, which we pretend more 
than others to exalt, than the ſubject of baptiſm. 

That our infants can appear to us to be of the kingdom 
of heaven, is the thing we have ſtrongly denied, and 
moſt, if not all, the arguments pretending to be from the 
ſcripture, againſt their baptiſm, may be traced up to this 
as their true ſource.. This objeCtion againſt them as per- 
taining to the kingdom of heaven branches out divers 
ways to a great extent, and includes a large field of rea- 


ſoning well adapted to ſecure the countenance of that wiſ- 


dom which is fooliſhneſs with God.. Accordingly we find 
molt of thoſe writers who undertake the defence of infant- 
baptiſm, entangled by,. or falling under the argument, 
through the influence of that wiſdom which ſupports it a- 
gainſt them, even the wildom by which they keep their 
hold on chriſtianity. And this cannot well be attributed to 
anyother thing than a real connection at the bottom of their 


hearts with their antagoniſts, in reference to their original 


notions of chriſtianity, I doubt not but infant-baptiſm 
had, by this time, been nearly expelled, through the in- 
| fluence 
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Auence of human wiſdom, from moſt of the proteſtant 
churches, Had it not been for the almoſt unconquerable 
ſtrength of cuſtom and tradition. However, this wiſdom, 
under the direction of God's holy providence, has had its 
great influence in confliting with eccleſiaſtical tyranny, 
and looſing the conſciences of men in every diviſion of the 
apoſtate church, now faſt approaching to its fearful de- 
ſtruction, from that ſlaviſh devotion to prieſts and creeds 
which prevailed through all chriſtendom for a long period 
of 1260 years. This wiſdom, in this point of light, 
cannot be too much reſpected by thoſe who would not 
ſubject their conſciences to the dominion of a ſet of re- 
ligious divinities, their fellow creatures, who can ſhew 
them no more authority from their maker for exerciſing 
ſuch dominion than the meaneſt mechanick. But this 
need not hinder us from holding this ſame wiſdom in con- 
tempt, when it aſſumes an authority ſor determining the 
proper ſubjects of the kingdom of heaven, or a ſenſe pro- 


per for us to put upon the words of Jeſus, which were 


originally deſigned to make the fooliſh wiſe, and call ſuch 
into the kingdom, without any aſſiſtance from the wiſdom 
of this world, 

Agreeable to what is above hinted, I think it may be ſaid, 
that on whatever branch of this argument againſt infant- 
baptiſm'we chooſe to fix our thoughts, if we trace it back- 
wards, it will land us in contradicting the expreſs declaration 
of the Lord Jeſus in theſe texts: Mat. xix. 13, 14, 15. Then 
were brought unto him little children that he ſhould put his 
hands on them and pray : and the diſciples rebuked them. But 
Joſus ſaid, Suffer little children, and forbid them not to come 
unto me; for of ſuch is the kingdom of heaven. And he laid 
his hands on them, and departed thence, Mark x. 13, 16. 
And they brought young children to him, that he ſhould touch 
them ; and his diſciples rebuked thoſe that brought them. Bui 
tohen Feſus ſav it, he was much diſpleaſed, and ſaid unto them, 
Fer the little children to come unto me, and forbid them not ; 
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far of ſuch is the kingdom of God. Verily, I ſay unto you, Whoſo- 


ever ſhall not receive the kingdom of God as a little child, he ſpall 
not enter therein. And he took them up in his arms, put his hands 
on them, and bleſſed them. Luke xviii. 15, 16, 17. And they 
brought unto him alſo infants that he would touch them : But 
when his diſciples ſaw it they rebuked them. But Jeſus called” 
unto him, and ſaid, Suffer little children to come unto me, and 
forbid them not, for of ſuch is the kingdom of God. Verity, 
1 ſay unto you, Whoſeeuer ſhall not receive the kingdem of God 
as a little child, he ſhall in no wiſe enter therein. 
Notwithſtanding theſe words of the Lord, concerning 
little children, infants, we have had the confidence to deny 
that they muſt be taken juſt as they ſay, becauſe the doc- 
trine does not ſait our taſte, We have had the aſſurance 
to affirm in the face of theſe words, that little children 
have no appearance of beiny of the kingdom of God. 
But cannot the following things appear to us on a ſober 


view of them? 

(1. ) The diſciples were not then free from the thought 
that H, who were capable of following Jeſus and making 
a profeſſion of their diſcipleſhip, ſhould ſurely have the lead 
of infants, with reſpect to the notice of their Lord and an 
intereſt in his kingdom. That ſpirit which governed 
them in their oppoſition to little children even ſuggeſted 
that ſuch could not, like themſelves, be fit ſubjects of the 
kingdom of God. This ſpirit in them Chriſt oppoſes, 
and affirms the contrary : Of ſuch Is the kingdom, 

(2.) Can we not perceive that to ſuffer little children to 
come to Chriſt, is the very ſame thing with acknowledging 


them to be ſubjects of his kingdom! f Suffer the little chil 


dren to come FOR of ſuch is the kingdom. 

(3-) Did he not confirm them his ſubjects, by giving 
them the bleſſing of his kingdom ? He took them up in his 
arms, put his han on them, ad bleſſed them. Thus he ac- 


 knowledged them for his as much as he did the apoſtles his 


choſen witneſſes, Luke xxiv. 50. 
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(4. ) Dees he not leave an expreſs injunction on his diſ- 
ciples to the end of the world, to acknowledge the infants 
of thoſe who believe he is able to bleſs them, as the members 
of his body? Suffer the little children to come unto me, and 

forbid them not. How elſe can they receive ſuch little 
children in his name ? 

(5.) Though the diſciples, no doubt, dens they 
ated wiſely, in hindering thoſe from coming to Chriſt 
who were incapable of profeſfing him ; yet their wiſdom 
in this came not from their Lord; for he was much diſpleaſed 
with it. 

(6.) Did he not ſhew them that the wiſdom which Jed 
them to object againſt little children, with reſpect to the 
kingdom of heaven, had cauſed them to conclude that no 
perſon could enter that kingdom but by ſome diſtinguiſhing 
qualification about them to render them more worthy of 
the kingdom and reſpected in it, than little children? And 
did he not ſhewthem that whoever ſhould profeſs this wiſ- 
dom, as a governing principle, ſhould be kept out of the 
kingdom by it, altogether ? /Yhoſoever ſhall not receive the 
kingdom of God as a little child, Mall in no wiſe enter therein. 
'Thefe words plainly ſuggeſt, that our denying our infants 
to have the ſame appearance of being of the kingdom that 
we have ourſelves, proceeds from a dangerous miſtake in 
our hearts, whether we perceive it or not, that we enter 
not into this kingdom juſt as infants do, but by ſome- 
thing we are capable of in our profeſſion, or, as we ſay, 
in our experience, which infants are not. 

The notion of this inability in infants, as a reaſon againſt 
their being of the kingdom of God, and fo entitled to bap- 
tiſm, as it here ſtands condemned by Jeſus, is ſufficiently 
exemplifieè in moſt of our treatiſes againſt infant-baptiſm, 
We may have a view of the ſpirit of our reaſoning in the 
following inſtances, in a treatiſe of baptiſm wherein that of 


Veli. vers, and that of infants, is examined by the ſcriptures, 
printed at London, 1673. p. 3. Mr. Baxter ſays, I 
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© profeſs, my conſcience is fully ſatisfied from this text, 
% (Mark, xvi. 16.) that it is one ſort of faith, even ſaving, 
c that muſt go before baptiſm, the profeſſion whereof the 
« miniſter muſt expect.“ In reply to this, the author 
(Mr. D.) inquires, “ But is it poſſible that an ignorant 
&« babe can obſerve this order, and anſwer this expecta- 
« tion?” p. 5. Parzus alſo upon Mat. iii. 5. ſhews, 
4e that the order was, that confeſſion as a teſtimony of 
< true repentance goes firſt, and then baptiſm for remiſ- 
4 fjon of ſins afterwards. But how it is poſſible for an 
ce jgnorant babe, or any but men of knowledge, to anſwer | 
c this rule and order in Chriſt's commiſſion, is left to 
< common ſenſe to determine.“ Speaking of the neceſ- 
ſity for the baptiſed to underſtand the ordinance, he ſays, 
p- 16. And therefore for any one to carry a poor igno- 
< rant babe to the ordinance of baptiſm is as much as if 
«6 you would carry it to hear a ſermon, which would be as 
« ſignificant, as if you ſhould repreſent ſome goodly ſhew 
c to a blind man, or inſtruct a ſtock or a ſtone.—p. 33, 
„ 34. Now may it not be referred to the judgment and 
<&< conſcience of the conſiderate impartial reader, whether 
< any but the believer can poſſibly reach, or attain theſe 
<« ſpiritual ends mentioned? and how capable poor igno- 
rant babes are to anſwer any of them? and whether 
<< it is not contradictory to common ſenſe and experience 
« for any to aſſert it? For what repentance and faith 
< are they capable of? What preſent regeneration can they 
< evidence ? What teſtimony of a good conſcience can 
« they give in ſtriking, or keeping covenant with God 
< herein? And how can they embrace, or improve the 
< covenant on God's part for pardon, purging, juſtifica- 
« tion, ſanctification and ſalvation ?*” Theſe inſtances 
may ſuffice to ſhew how that ſpirit which appeared in the 
diſciples had the government of the argument againſt in- 
fant-baptiſm a century ago, when it may, I think, be ſaid, 
it was grown to maturity, And that it is ſtill managed by 
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the ſame ſpirit may fully enough appear by any of our late 
treatiſes, particularly thoſe occaſioned by the baptiſm of 
Mr. Carmichael. But the preſent manner of reaſoning 
will appear moſt plain and eaſy by the following ſpecimens 
from the late Mr. Rutherford's pamphlet, entitled, 
Thoughts on believers baptiſm,” publiſhed 1758. p. 17. 


te 
«c 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 
« 


cc 
0 
cc 
c«c 
cc 
cc 
cc 
«cc 
te 
Ac 
40 
cc 
0 
6c 
cc 
cc 
cc 
cc 


Repentance, in the ſubject, prior to baptiſm, is cer- 
tainly neceſſary to qualify a ſoul for that ordinance, of 
which infants are incapable. p. 18. Infants cannot be 
made diſciples previous to —— proper ſubjects can, 
and are.— Confeſſion of ſin is neceſſary in the party bap- 
tized, which cannot poſſibly be performed by infants. 
— Therefore, as infants cannot confeſs their ſins, they 
have no title to baptiſm. p. 19, Infants cannot receive 
the word gladly, antecedent to their baptiſm ; all proper 
ſubjects ought.—Infants cannot have the anſwer of a 


good conſcience, nor give a reaſon of the hope that is in 


them at baptiſm ; but proper ſubjects ſhould have the 
one, and be capable of exhibiting the other. —Theres 
fore as infants cannot have the anſwer of a good con- 
ſcience in themſelves, nor be able to give a reaſon of 
their hope to others, until taught z we have the an- 
ſwer of a good conſcience, and can aſſign a weighty 
reaſon, why we eſteem them improper ſubjects of bap- 
tiſm ; for, whatſoever is not of faith is ſm. Tntants can- 
not put on Chriſt at baptiſm ; proper ſubjects can, and 
do. As many of you as have been baptized into Chriſt, 


have put on Chriſt. The putting on of Chriſt intends, 


the taking up his croſs, a public profeſſion of his name, 
with a firm reſolution to follow his example, -and ob- 
ſerve his inſtructions through good and evil report.— 
And as truly gracious ſouls are acquainted with the 
faithfulneſs of God, and far from ſtrangers to the de- 
ceitfulneſs of their own hearts, all this is done with 
great diffidence in themſelves, and full dependence on 


+ him who worketh in them to will, and to de, of his goed 


« pleaſure: 


0-43 

« pleaſure, But infants being incapable of ſuch caution 
« and conduct, are improper ſubjects of baptiſm, which 
requires it. —Infants cannot juſtify God, and fulfil righ- 
<« teoujneſs, at, or after, the adminiſtration ; proper ſub- 
t jects do both. p. 23. Infants cannot bring forth fruits 
« worthy of repentance, nor walk in zetwneſs of life ; proper 
« fſubjects of baptiſm can do both.” What [ have copied 
from theſe two writers may ſerve to give us a view of the 
complexion of that ſpirit which ſupports the denial of in- 
fant-baptiſm, and its correſpondence with that which was 
condemned in the diſciples of Chriſt before his inſtitution 
of baptiſm in their commiſſion, 
And when the apoſtles conſidered the rebuke of their 

Lord, cu their hindering infants from coming to Vim, 
which rebuke aſſerted: their memberſhip in his kingdon, 
they could be at no loſs concerning the ſenſe of his com- 
miſſion, in this, to preach the goſpel of the kingdom and 
baptize. 

§. III. Let us now obſerve how they executed their 
commiſſion in preaching this kingdom, to which little 
children belong, for gathering ſubjects to it. 

Jeſus promiſed Peter the keys of the kingdom of hea- 
ven, Mat. xvi. 19. And it is obvious from the former 
verſe that the kingdom and the church are the ſame. We 
may underſtand in part what is meant by the keys of the 

kingdom, from conſidering what Jeſus ſaid to the ex- 
pounders of the Old Teitament propheſies concerning it, 
Luke, xii. 52. Ye have taken away the key of knowledge : 
Ye entered not in your ſelves, and them that were entering ye 
hindered. Theſe Lawyers took away the key of know- 
ledge into the ancient prophecies, as they were to be ac- 
compliſhed in Jeſus, by theiggiving a falſe account of the 
Meſſiah and his kingdom, the true account of which was 
the key of the Old Teſtament ſcriptures. And the people 
who gave ear to them in this were hindered thereby from 
entering into the kingdom, - And this allo was propheſied. 
| Iſa. vi. 


(WF 1 
Ifa. vi. 9, 10. The apoſtle Peter then had the promiſe 
from Chriſt of giving the true ſenſe of the word of prophecy 
in opening the kingdom of heaven on earth, when the pro- 
miſe of the Holy Ghoſt to the ſubjects of this kingdom 
ſhould be fulfilled ; or, by the ſame ſpirit in him which 
moved holy men of old to give forth the propheſies, and to 
ſettle the form of the earthly kingdom. When he re- 
ccived this promiſe of the ſpirit, as he, with the reſt, were 
abiding in Jeruſalem, to lead him into the truth of David's 
prophecies concerning the kingdom prefigured by his, 
and remembering the words of Jeſus concerning children 
being of this kingdom, as was alſo promiſed, John xiv. 26. 


he declared the children with their parents to belong to 


it: For the promiſe is unto you, and to your children. Thus 
the apoſtles opening this kingdom for the reception of ſub- 
jets from the circumciſion, took in children equally with 
their parents, or declared them equally intereſted in the 


promiſe * of it. Now, when we conſider, that this was the 


ſame 


* This promiſe is the ſame that Jeſus, being exalted, received of the Father, 
even the promiſe of the Gift of the Holy Ghoſt, which he had juſt before 
mentioned, ver, 38. which follows believing, and the remiſſion of fins, and 
unto which the diſciples were baptized, Act xix. 2, 3. Chriſt told his diſciples 
when he was with them on earth, they ſhould receive this promiſe from hig 
Father, when he went to him: And behold I ſend the promiſe of my Father 
upon you, Luke xxix. 40. And I will pray the Father, and be ſhall give you ana- 
ther Comforter —the ſpirit of truth, John xiv. 16, 17. the Hely Gbeſt, wwhom 
the Father will ſend in my name, ver. 26. But when the comforter is come, 
whom I will ſend unto you from the Father, the Spirit of truth, wwbich pro- 
ceedeth from the Father, be ſhall teftify of me. And ye alſo ſhall bear witneſs 
i. e. to the reſurrection of Jeſus, and his aſcenſion to his kingdom, as the apo- 
ſtles were now doing, having received the promiſe of the Spirit, chap. xv. 26, 
27.—Howbeit, when the Spirit of truth is come, he will guide you into all 
truth: for be ſhall not ſpeak of bimſelf ; but whatſcever be ſhall bear, that 
ſpall he ſpeak : and he will ſhew you things to come, He ſhall glorify me: for 
be ſhall receive of mine, and ſpall ſhew it unto you, chap. xvi. 7, 13, 14. The 
receiving of this promiſe of the Father, is the ſame with being baptized with the 
Holy Ghoſt : Ard being aſſembled together with them, commanded them that they 
ſbeuld net depart from Jeruſalem, but wvait for the promiſe of the Father, which 
Cc 


ye 


| (uw) 
ſame kingdom Peter was.opening to the Jews, with that 
which Jeſus mentions when ſpeaking of little children 
and 


ye have beard of me. For Yobn truly baptized with water; but ye ſpall be 
Baptized wwith the Holy Ghoſt not many days hence, Act. i. 4, 5, It was this of 
which Jeſus ſpake to the woman of Samaria, If thou kneweft the gift of 
God, and uho it is that ſaith unto thee, Give me to drink; thou wouldeſt 
bawe aſted of bim, and be <vould have given the living water, John, iv. 10. 
_ Jeſus bids all his diſciples, whom he teaches to pray to the Father in his name, 
to aſk this promiſed G1y'T, and aſſures them of receiving, Luke, xi. 9, 3. 
Accordingly the diſciples, after Jeſus left them, continued, with one accord, 
in prayer and ſupplication for the accompliſhment of the promiſe, Act. i. 14. 
and were thus employed when the promiſe came upon them, chap. ii. 1, 
Jeſus takes notice of this Gift as promiſed in the Old-Teſtament ſcriptures, 
John vii. 38, 39. Accordingly, we find thoſe ſcriptures thus ſpeaking 1 
evill pour water upon bim that is thirfly, and floods upon the dry ground: I 
wwill pour my Spirit upon thy ſeed, and my bleſſing upon thine offspring, 11a, 
- xliv. 3. And it ſpall come to paſs afterward, that I will pour out my Spirit upon 
all fleſh, and your ſons and your daughters ſhall propheſy, and alſo upon the 
ſervants and upon the bandmaids in thoſe days, will I pour out my ſpirity 
Joel ii. 28, 29. The great promiſe to Abraham, Heb. vi. 13, 14. including 
all ſubſequent promiſes of bleſſing from God, pointed directly at this: And I 
will bleſs thee, and make thy name great; and thou ſhalt be & bleſſing—and in 
rbee ſhall all families of the earth be bleſſed, Gen. xii. 2, 3. renewed on his 
faith being perfected, chap. xxii. 18, The bleſſing was to extend to all na- 
tions, all families of the earth, according to the promiſe to Abraham: agreeable 
to this Iſaiah ſpeaks on its coming on the dry ground and the thirfly ; and Joel 
of its coming of all fleſh ; and Peter here ſays, it is to them afar F. And 
jts influence on them who receive it, giving them the aſſurance of their 
adoption, is expreſſed in the jewiſh language and in the common language of 
the nations when the New Teſtament was written, Aga 6 waTng, Abba 
Father, Rom. viii, 16, Gal. iv. 6. | 
This promiſe Jeſus had now received from his Father, and filled with it his 
people with him in heaven, and ſent down a portion of it on earth, on the 
believers of his reſurrection. And what its nature is we may perceive from 
ſuch paſſages as theſe : ¶ Ve for the joy that wvas ſet befere him endured the 
croſt. Thou ſhalt make me full of jry with thy countenance,—T, herefore Ged, 
ity God bath anointed thee with the oil of gladneſs ad oe thy fellievos.— But I 
Jay unto you I woill not drink benceforth of this fruit of the wine, until that day 
wwben I drink it new with you in my Father's kingdom.—Theſe things have I 
polen unto you that my joy might remain in you, and that your joy might Le full. 
And bope maketh not aſhamed, becauſe the lowe of God is ſocd abroad in your 
bearts, ike Holy Ebeſi which is given unto us— And the diſciples were fill 
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( 19 ) 
and that Peter here marks them as included in the promiſe 
of the kingdom, as Jeſus had before declared them the 


with the Holy Gbeſt.— For the kingdom of God i is—joy in the Holy Gbeſs, — 
alſo bath ſealed us, and given the earneft of the Spirit into our hearts. In 
zobom alſo, after that ye believed, ye were ſealed with that holy Spirit of pro- 
miſe, wvhich is the earneſt of our inberitance. M hereby ye art ſealed unto the 
day of redemption. Theſe paſſages being conſidered we may take up the ſenſe 
of the promiſe of the Father in the following things: (1.) An abundant ſenſe 
of that love of God manifeſted to ſinners of all nations, in the gift of his 
gon to death that they ſhould not periſh, but have everlaſting life, (2.) An 
abundant ſenſe of God's favour, which we had forfeited, by our fin, proceeding 
to us through perfect righteouſneſs, even the righteouſneſs of his beloved 
gon, in whom he is well pleaſed, and in our conformity thereto. (3.) Abun- 
dant joy and gladneſs, or comfort, in the aſſured hope of our being the ſons of 
God having a Father in heaven, and of the eternal inheritance, Jeſus Chriſt 
received the promiſe as the repreſentative of his people, as their redeemer from 
the curſe of a broken law,—as loving righteouſneſs, and hating iniquity. 

What may yet further be obſerved, concerning the promiſe, is, that it is the 
promiſe of the kingdom, given firſt to the king, and through him to all the 
ſubjects. I ſpeak of the things I have made touching the ting: Grace is 
poured into thy lips: Therefore God hath bleſſed thee for ever,—The ſcepter of 
thy kingdom is a right ſcepter. Thou loveſt righteouſneſs—therefore God, thy 
Cod, hath anointed thee, So Peter: Therefore being a prophet, and knowing 
that Ced had ſtvorn to bim, that of the fruit of his loins according to the 
Heſb he would raiſe up Chriff to ſit on his throne t— Therefore being by the right 
hand of God exalted, and having received of the Father the promiſe of the Holy 
Gheft he hath ſped forth this wbich ye now ſee and hear. — Te Hall receive the 
gift of the Holy Gheſt ; for the promiſe is unto you. So the Pſalmiſt again: 
The King ſhall joy in thy flrength 0 Lord, and in thy ſalvation bow greatly 
ſhall he rejoice! Thou preventeſt bim with the bleſſings of thy goodneſs :—=Fot 
thou haſt made him moſt bleſſed for ever : Thou haſt made bim exceeding glad 
with thy countenance, And again; Who ſpall aſcend into the bill of the Lord ? 
Ard who ſhall ſtand in his boly place 8 He that bath clean hands, and a pure 
beart Ile ſpall receive the bleſſing from the Lord = Lift up your heads, O ye 
gates, and be ye lift up ye everlaſting doors, and the King of glory ſhall come in, 
Viz, in the hill of the Lord, and his holy place, to receive the bleſſing. But 
this note ſwells the letter: I muſt therefore only obſerve farther 

When this promiſe was firſt beſtowed, it was accompanied with extraordi- 
nary miraculous ſigns, which ceaſed with the finiſhing of the New-Teſta- 
ment-ſcriptures, becauſe their end was then accompliſhed, Such was the 
found frem heaven, the appearance of cloven tongues, like as of fire, ſpeaking in 
the tengues of all nations by unlearned and ignorant men, &c. all effected by 
the Holy Spirit of promiſe, But though theſe wonderful figns are ceaſed, the 
promiſe remains, with faith, hope, and charity, | 
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ſubjects of it, it ſufficiently confirms this truth ; that the 
children of thoſe whom the Lord calls to his kingdom have 


the ſame appearance of belonging to it that they have 
themſelves. And if Peter was now giving this promiſe to 
the called, as a reaſon for their being baptized, it will be 


equally a reaſon for baptiſing their children with them. 
While we have been joining thoſe who will not believe 


the New Teſtament doctrine concerning infants, firſt ſpo- 


ken by the Lord, and after confirmed to us by them that 
heard him, we have had our ſhare in reſiſting the Holy 
Ghoſt, by endeavouring to pervert this paſſage, ſayings 
© The promiſe being only to thoſe whom the Lord our 
de God ſhall call, both with reſpe& to parents and chil- 


« dren, this calling can only be demonſtrated by a per- 


& ſonal profeſſion in the children as well as the parents.” 
By which gloſs we have excluded the little children of 
thoſe gladly receiving the word from any connection with 


their parents, or appearance of being intereſted in the pro- 
miſe to them. And thus we have made the apoſtles words 


give no more comfort to the believing Jews for their little 
children, whom they had connected with them in the con- 
demnation of killing the Lord, than for their lateſt poſ- 
terity, or for the children of them who believed not. We 
could not perceive Peter ſaying, The promiſe is to you 
whom the Lord our God ſnall call and your children; and 
to them whom he ſhall call afar off and theirs; for the pro- 
miſe was the ſame way to them called afar off, as to them 
Called near, and that was to them and their children. 
Peter ſays, The promiſe is unto you, that is, all gladly 
receiving his word, of what age ſoever they might be; 
the youngeſt age that could underſtand him are here in- 
cluded. From theſe you he diſtinguiſhes therr children and 
connects them in the promiſe ; and their children ſure muſt 
be all the children that could not be included in the prece- 
ding you ; ſo all their little children. I think we may ſay 
this is the ſenſe a {imple reader would put on the text, if he 
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( 21 ) 
was not cautioned by one of better taſte and diſcerning than 
himſelf that ſhould teach him to read it after this manner : 
« The promiſe is unto you, and to your children, not your 
& infant children; it is only to your children when grown 


c up and capable of calling like you; and then to as 


e many as the Lord our God ſhall call.” Which makes 
him to mean nothing at all when he ſaith, And unto your 
children, for by this account the promiſe was no more to 
their children and the children of them that were called 
afar off than to all the children in the world, 

We have granted that the apoſtle here takes notice of 
their children, to comfort them in the thought of what they 
had ſaid : His blood be on us, and on our children, If then 
his words muſt be conſidered as fitly ſpoken to give them 


comfort under this grievous thought, the queſtion will be, 


did they connect their infant-children with them in this 
curſe? and what other children had they to connect? Or 
how could they have a diſtant poſterity but by means of 
their infant-children ? 

We have alſo endeavoured to exclude the idea of in- 
fant-children from this promiſe by Acts xiii. 33. ſaying, 
« Surely the apoſtle Paul muſt not be reckoned an infant- 
child.” * But ſure Paul does not in that text exclude in- 
fant-children, though he does not, like Peter here, diſtin- 
guiſh infant-children from their parents, but includes pa- 
rents and children together under the name children in re- 
lation to their ancient progenitors ; while Peter ſpeaks not 
of the fathers to whom the promiſe of Chriſt was given, but 
diſtinguiſhes the children of thoſe then dwelling at Jeruſa- 
lem, and in the land of Judea, hearing and receiving, his 
word. But our principal reaſon for excluding ſuch chil- 
dren, contrary to the eſtabliſhed notion of this people by 
the covenant of God, is their inability to profeſs faith and 


' repentance z and yet they have the ſame ability with their 


 # See Dr, Gill's reply to Clark and Beſtevick. p. go. 
parents 


( 22 ) 
parents to receive the remiſſion of ſins, and are as capabſe 
as they of having the promiſe made to them, and of being 
baptized unto it. I have only to obſerve further, that as 
the ſenſe we have put on this paſſage is not the moſt ſimple 
and obvious, nor agreeable to the uniform notion of the 
Jews eſtabliſhed by the Old Covenant, nor conſiſtent with 
the words of the Lord concerning little children ; all who 


indeed tremble at his words will find themſelves at full 


liberty to reject it. 
When the apoſtle Peter was ſentto open this kingdom), of 


the door of faith, to the Gentiles, he ſpake the ſame things 
to them as he had to the Jews. He told Cornelius words 
whereby he and all his houſe ſhould be ſaved, Acts xi. 14. 
If this text ſpeaks to our underſtanding, it connects the 
houſe of Cornelius with himſelf in that ſalvation brought 
by the words ſpoken to him. In theſe words of the angel 
to Cornelius the ſame thing is intended by the term houſe 
that was intended by the term chilaren in Peter's words to 
the Jews; for as he then connected the receivers of his 
word and their children in the promiſe unto which they 
were baptized ; ſo is this Gentile and his houſe connected 
in the ſalvation brought by the words that he received- 

And whatever other houſe he might have beſides little chil- 
dren they cannot be included in this connection; though 
indeed, from what is ſaid of him and his houſe, it cannot be 
affirmed in the fear of God that he had:any houſe elſe but 
little children. We have indeed very confidently aſſerted 
it from Chap. x. 2. becauſe it is there ſaid of him that he 
feared God with all his houſe. But this is not a ſufficient 
foundation for us to be aſſured that any one of theſe ALL 
prayed to God, gave alms, &c. as did Cornelius himſelf, 
though it may aſſure us that he had reſpect to all theſe in his 
praycrs and alms-deeds, and that he was ſetting the fear of 
God before all as they ſhould come to underſtanding, 

» Accordingly there is no notice taken of any prayers and 


alms-deeds in his houſe beſides his ow n, ver. 4, 30, ZI. nor 
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( 23 ) 
is any mention made of any in his houſe to receive inftruc- 
tion from Peter beſides himſelf, ver. 6. 31. nor is any no- 
tice taken of his houſe in calling together his kinſmen and 
near friends on Peter's coming, ver. 24, 33. 

Paul preached the goſpel of the kingdom in the ſamg 
way when it extended till further oF to the idolatrous 
Gentiles. Peter's words, The promiſe is to all that are 
afar off, may ſignify the calling of the nations without 
hope, from among whom God was to take a people for his 
name. And when Paul preached the goſpel to the jailor 
at Philippi he was then jent far hence, from Jeruſalem, ta 
the Gentiles. Now Paul and Silas ſaid the ſame thing to 
the jailor, Acts 16, 31. that Peter did to the Jews, and to 
Cornelius with his kinſmen and friends. They ſaid, Be- 
lieve on the Lord Feſus Chrift, and thou ſhalt be ſaved, and 
thy houſe. The Lord Jeſus Chriſt is here preached to the 
jailor, not for his own ſalvation only, but alſo for the ſal- 
pation of his houſe. And when we conſider, that the 
jailor, under the fear of certain deſtruction to himſelf and his 
houſe inquires what he ſhould de, we may eaſily ſee it is a 
queſtion of the ſame nature with that which the Jews pro- 
poſed to the apoſtles, under like apprehenſions of deſtruction 
to them and their children: What ſhall we ds ? Acts ii. 
37. And therefore the anſwer returned by Peter to the 
Jews, and that by Paul to the jailor, are of like import; 
T he promiſe is unto you, and to your children. Thou fhalt be 
ſaved, and thy houſe. And if we can indeed believe the 
apoſtle's meſſage to the Jews, and to ſinners of the Gen- 
tiles; and that they were governed by the ſame Spirit in 
what they ſaid to the Jews firſt, and then to all nations, 
what can hinder us from directly aſſenting to this, that 
men have their little children connected with them in the 

great ſalvation by the Lord Jeſus Chriſt; even as they — 
are in ſin and condemnation from Adam? 

But we have vehemently urged the foilowing verſes to 
prove that the jailor's houſe hea:d and believed, and there. 

fore 


„ | 

fore were not infants : And they ſpake unto him the word 7 
; the Lord, and to all that were in his houſe. —He—reoiceds 
believing in God, with all his houſe. 

| ; Paul and Silas, in the firſt place, returned a comprehen- 
five anſwer to the jailor's queſtion in few words, ver. 31. 
and then they enlarged thereon, and declared more fully 
the ſalvation that was in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt for him and 
for all that were in his houſe, ver. 32. And we may ſee 
falvation preached to all that were in his houſe, as much 
in ver. 31. as in ver. 32. for it is all one diſcourſe, without 
intermiſſion, to the jailor and his houſe. And ver. 34, 
informs us that he believing the words that were ſpoken 
by Paul and —_ rejoiced in [the ſalvation of ] all his 
bouſe. 

But theſe are not all the paſſages in the New Teſtament 
which point out a connection between a man and his houſe 
in ſalvation, by the Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; for when he came 
to work his ſalvation, he, in thecourſe of his miniſtry, ſaid to 
Zaccheus the publican, This day is ſalvation come to this houſe, 
fer as much as he alſo is the ſon of Abraham *. And when 
he ſent forth the twelve, and alſo the ſeventy, to preach 
the kingdom of God in the cities of Judah, he directed 
them when they entered into a houſe to ſay, Peace be tg 
this houſe , and moreover told them, that, if the ſon of 
peace was there, (like Zaccheus) their peace ſhould reſt upon it: 
Peace reſting on a houſe if the ſon of peace was there, is very 
much like ſalvation coming to Zaccheus's houſe when he be- 
lieved. So Jeſus Chriſt and thoſe he ſent before him, in the 
days of his fleſh, preached ſalvation to men and their 
houſes. And how ſhall we go about to deny that the 
connection which we ſometimes ſee between a perſon's Er 
being miraculouſly healed and the faith of another + wag 9 
a ſign of that connection between the faith of a man and * 

the ſalvation of his houſe which we have ſeen in the above 3 
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{ 25 ) 
inſtances? Or how elſe was this thing a ſign of ſalvation 
by faith in Chriſt ? | 
$. IV. The practice of the apoſtles, in baptizing, cor- 


reſponded with their preaching ; for as they preached the 


goſpel to men and to their children, their houſes, with 
them ; ſo they alſo baptized them and their houſes. As 
the apoſtle ſaid to the jailor, believe on the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, and thou ſhalt be ſaved, and thy houſe ; fo he was 


| baptized and all his, Act. xvi. 33. as was Lydia and her 
houſhold, ver. 13. and Paul ſays he baptized the houſe of 


Stephanas, 1 Cor. i. 16. Accordingly, we have no in- 
ſtance in the New Teſtament of any baptized in the adult 
ſtate whoſe parents were believers. Now may I aſk you, 
Can it be ſaid, in the view of theſe baptized houſes, and 
with any reverence for the ſacred hiſtory, that we have 
no examples of infant-baptiſm ? We cannot deny ſcripture 
example for baptizing infants, till we firſt deny that there 
were infants in theſe baptized houſes, unto which ſalvation 
came; whereof infants are as capable as adults. 

If we find the goſpel preached to a man, and to his 
Houſe ; and, on his believing, he and all his houſe 
ſtraightway baptized ; then, on our ſeeing a perſon, having 
a houſhold of Jittle children, on his believing, baptized, 
and his houſe, with what ſobriety can we ſay, This is 
without ſcripture example ? One might here, with all 
freedom, appeal to the conſcience of any man that is more 
under the influence of ſcripture authority in this matter, 
than the reaſonings of his religious companions. 

But we have ready an objection againſt Stephanas 
having had infants in his houſe, and another againſt the 
houſhold of Lydia being infants. With reſpect to the 
houſhold of Stephanas, which Paul ſays in the firſt chapter 


of his epiſtle to the Corinthians, he baptized, we very rea- 


dily ſay, „there could be no infants in it, becauſe in the 
laſt chapter of the epiſtle he ſays of this houſhold they 
had addicted themſelves to the minii:ry of the ſaints.” 

| D Now 
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116 
Now to take no notice of the difference of time between the 
baptiſm of this houſhold, which was the firſt fruits of 
Achaia, and Paul's writing to the church at Corinth; unleſs 
ſuch houſes muſt always be ſuppoſed to be without infants, 
wherein any works are ſaid to be done of which infants are 
incapable, this objection 1s very weak and frivolous : for 
inſtance, when Joſhua ſays, for me and my houſe we will 
ſerve the Lord, we never dream of his houſe being without 
infants. | | 
« The houſe of Lydia, we reckon, muſt not be infants, 

becauſe, when Paul and Silas came out of the priſon and 
entered into her houſe, they ſaw brethren there whom they 
comforted ; and as we know of no brethren at this time at 
Philippi beſides the houſes of Lydia and the jailor, this 
ſhews them to have been adults, not infants.” That 
we have no account of other brethren at Philippi beſides 
the houſes of Lydia and the jailor, is 7 true: For though 
we read of none but Paul and Silas departing from An- 
tioch, Act. xv. 40. yet we ſee Timothy joined them at 
Derbe or Lyſtra, chap. xvi. 1, 3. And at Troas (where there 
was a church, chap. xx.) Luke, the hiſtorian, joined them, as 
appears from his variation of language, ver. 10. and how 
many others we know. hot : but when we conſider how 
they were called by a viſion into Macedonia, ver. . there 
is reaſon to think they took more brethren than Luke from 
Troas; after the example of Peter, who was called in the 
ſame way to Ceſarea, chap. x. 19, 20. and xi, 12. This 
being conſidered, it cannot be ſaid there were no brethren 
to be comforted in the houſe of Lydia at this time beſides 
the two baptized houſholds. We read of a company 
coming from Troas to Philippi. This company went into 
the houſe of Lydia, chap. xvi. 15. From them Paul and 
£ilas, the chief actors in the buſineſs for which they were 
called to Philippi, were ſeparated, brought before the ma- 
giſtrates of the city and committed to priſon, ver. 19, 20, 
23. and when they were again b: ** out of priſon, 

| they 
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they entered into the houſe of Lydia, and there again ſaw 
their company from whom they had been ſeparated, 


ver. 40. 


Though it cannot be abſolutely affirmed that none were 
baptized "belonging to Lydia and the jailor except little 
children; yet it can be warrantably affirmed, that when 
ſalvation comes to a perſon having children incapable of 
underſtanding it, the goſpel! does not overlook them, or 
ſet them aſide, but places them in the ſame ſtate of ſalva- 
tion with himſelf, and gives them the ſame title to bap- 
tiſm which it gives him. But as we have no mention of 
any perſons being active in theſe houſes, in what concerned 
the goſpel, beſide Lydia and the jailor, it is moſt likely that 
none were baptized belonging to them, but what were 
baptized on their profeſſion, | | 
The commiſſion which the apoſtles received from the 
Lord directed them to baptife all whom their word ſhould 
make diſciples : and Peter under this name comprehends 
infants, Act. xv. 10. The Judaizers were wanting the 
Gentile Chriſtians to be circumciſed after the menner of 
Moſes, as neceſſary to their ſalvation by Chriſt (Acts xv, 
1.) viz. the Gentile believers and their children. Every 
one that was circumciſed became a debtor to do the whole 
law; and therefore Peter called it a yoke, which neither 
the believing Jews nor their fathers were able to bear : 
And he called all, without diſtinction, diſciples, on whom 
the Judaizers were for putting the yoke : Now therefore 
why tempt ye God, to put a yoke upon the neck of the diſciples, 


. whith neither our fathers nor Wwe were able to bear? How 


then can we ſay the command to baptiſe diſciples was not 
a command to baptiſe infants with their parents ? 

It may alſo be noted here, that theſe Judaizers, who were 
ſo watchful over their law, ſo tenacious of their rituals, and 
ſo much concerned for obedience to it from the Gentile 
Chriſtians, never, that we hear of, found any thing to 
a to the apoſtles on the ſcore of infants being de- 
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628) 
prived of any privileges under the goſpel ſimilar to thoſe 
they held under the law of Moſes. And when it is con- 
ſidered that they were conſtantly included in every cove- 
nant between God and men, and in the Old Teſtament 
church and kingdom, the not receiving them as members 
of the goſpel church had been ſo remarkable a deviation 
from the manner of Mioſes, that it is ſcarce poſſible but it 


muſt have met with oppoſition. But we never once find the 
Jews, or Judaizing Chriſtians opening their mouths on this 


head no whiſper of any thing inconſiſtent with the long 


eſtabliſhed uſage of the Jews in this matter no oppoſition: 


is hinted to us during the courſe of John's miniſtry and bap- 


tiſm, during the courſe of the Lord's miniſtry, when ſo 


many objections were moved that pleaded a foundation in 
the law, nor during the whole time of the apoſtles preach- 
ing to the Jews, nor in all their contentions with the 
Chriſtian teachers, zealous of the law. There is no ac- 
counting for this on the ſuppoſition that the children with 
their parents were not received into the New Teſtament 
church; as Jeremiah ſeems to prophecy, chap. xxx. 20. 

We have commonly urged the filence of Acts viii. 12. 
concerning children, when men and women are particu- 
larly mentioned, as a reafon againſt their baptiſm- 
„Here, have we ſaid, was a fair opportunity for adding 
children to men and women, had any been baptized. And 
is here not as fair an opportunity afforded us for reflecting 
on the doctrine Chriſt taught his diſciples concerning 
them? Was not Philip preaching concerning that ſame 
kingdom of God to which Jeſus had before declared them to 
belong? And there is no doubt but Philip preached at 
Samaria as Peter did at Jeruſalem. When I think of our 
diſpoſition and conduct on this argument, it reminds me 
of what I have ſeen obſerved concerning thoſe who cannot 
or will not, ſec evidence in the ſcripture for the perſon- 
ality of the Trinity; and I know no harm there can 
be if I inſert it here. 
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( 29) 

« When theſe men harden themſelves in their unbelief 
& by ſignifying that this doctrine is not expreſly declared 
cc jn ſcripture revelation, and that it is ſuch a doctrine, that 
« unleſs it were expreſsly revealed, they cannot be ſo much 
ce condemned for not believing it, they bring to mind that 
& paſſage which we have, John x. 24, 25. Then came 
ce the Jews round about him, and ſaid unto him, how lang 
& Joft thou make us to doubt ? if thou be the Chriſt tell us 
ec plainly. FJeſus anſwered them, I have told you, and ye be- 
cc Jjeved not. It was a very hard matter for the Jews, 
<« conſidering their prejudices, to believe that ſuch a man 
& as Jeſus was their Chriſt, and a matter of the utmoſt 
* importance it was for them to know him to be the 
« Chriſt; and when they got ſigns, they wanted clearer, 
more evident ſigns ; when it was told them, they want- 
« ed to be more plainly told; they complained of the 
6 darkneſs of the revelation of a point ſo important, fo 
* ſhocking to them, and that it was never told them 
& plainly, fo as they could not, by interpreting words 
„and phraſes, have it to ſay, that the words wherein it 
& was told them were capable of ſome other meaning ; 
ce yet they died in their fins, becauſe they believed not. 
« God hath revealed this doctrine ſufficiently for enlight- 
&© ning the minds of his people, and making unbelievers 
& jnexcuſable ; tho* not in ſuch terms as ſuch unbelievers 
« would have it propoſed to them, nor with that ſort of 
evidence which they would deſire, who ſlight and op- 
e poſe the evidence thar God has thought fit to give. 
Feſus anſwered, I told you, and you believed not.” a 

§ V. It only remains now, that I notice what the Apo- 
ſtles have ſaid to the churches, with reſpect to their chil- 
dren. 

Paul told the Corinthians that their children were of 
that Holy nation, which is diſtinguiſhed from the unclear 
world by the waſhing of regeneration : For the unbelieving 
huſband is ſanctiſiad by the wife, and the unbelieving wife is 


fanc- 


: (630) | 
fantiified by the busband: elſe were your children unclean ; but 
now are they holy. 1 Cor. vii. 14. 

We have generally explained the ſanctification here, to 
intend marriage; the uncleanneſs, ba/tardy; and the holi- 
neſs, /egitimacy : But now, when we conſider what we 
have been doing, is it poſſible we can be ſerious in ſup. 
poſing the apoſtle would tell thoſe Corinthians that had 
unbelieving wives, they were married to them, or elſe 
their children were baſtards, but now being married, they 
were legitimate ? or did the Corinthians need to be told 
this ?—well may it be called a ridiculous gloſs. It is ma- 
nifeſt the words come as a reaſon why the believing huſ- 
band muſt not put away his unbelieving wife, nor the be- 
lieving wife leave her unbelieving huſband; and we 
alſo reckon, the ground of the Corinthian ſcruple on this, 
was a doubt, if it was fully conſiſtent with believers be- 
ing ſeparated to Chriſt to be ſo nearly related to unbe- 
lievers ; or if this relation to unbelievers was conſiſtent 
with the nature of their holy calling, and the Chriſtian 
ſeparation. For it ſeems natural for them to enquire, 
ſeeing the apoſtle was ſo urgent upon them to maintain 
this ſeparation from their idoJatrous neighbours, whether | 
the ſeparation was to extend to the putting away their. f 
wives, who were not in the faith, as was required under 2 
the old teſtament. Ezra x. 3.—ult. His reply is, the & 
unbeliever is ſanctified to the believers uſe as his food is, 3 
1 Tim. iv. 5. and does not: defile him, as ſuch marriage 
did in the national church ; elſe were their children allo, 
as formerly, to be put away with them, as being un- 
cleanſed Gentiles, but now they are of God's holy nation, ; 
And ſo he is declaring the children to claſs not with the £ 
unbelieving, but with the believing party, even with | 
God's holy nation. And whether would this better an- 
ſwer the purpoſe of clearing them of their doubts, or tell- 
ing them what they knew as well as the apoſtle; and what 


no perſon need be told? But the apoſtle does not ſpeak 
| | of 
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of this ſtate of things, either as to the unbeliever, the believer, 
or the children, the ſanctification or the holineſs, as they 
are in the ſight of God; but as they are in the eſtimation 
of them that believe his words. He told the Corinthians, 
they were waſhed, ſanCtified and and juſtified ; but he did 
not declare them all fo in the fight of God. 

The apoſtle then, by declaring the children of be- 
lievers holy, declares them of the kingdom of heaven, 


| Agreeable to this, he inſtructed the churches to bring up 


their children in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, 
Eph. vi. 4. which does not ſuit with their being conſider- 
ed out of the Lord, and of the world, but rather with what 


- Is ſaid of Timothy growing up from an infant in the know. 


ledge of the holy ſcriptures, which-are able to make wiſe 


_ unto ſalvation, through faith which is in Chriſt Jeſus, 


I Tim. iii. 15. 
This correſponds with the direction given by Moſes 


to the Old Teſtament church concerning their children, 


Deut. vi. 7. and iv. 10. and xi. 19, who alſo were of that 
church : and children are as capable of being members 
of the New Teſtament church, ſeparated from the world, 
as they were of being members of the Old Teſtament 
church ſeparated from the nations; even as they are as 
clearly pointed out the members of the former, in the 
New Teſtament, as they were of the latter, in the Old 
Teſtament. And thoſe perſons are excluded from bear- 
ing office in the churches, who do not rule well their own 
houſes, or who have not faithful children, 1 Tim. iii. 4, 
12, Tit. 1. 6. 

We have been long deſpiſing this doctrine as unworthy 
of a foundation in the ſcripture ; and thro' our pride of 
knowledge, being lifted up by reaſoning, we have ſet at 
nought the evidence which the Holy Ghoſt has thought 
proper to give of it, hereby proving ourſelves fools in the 
light of God: It will be well for us if he gives us re- 

: pen:ance 
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pentance to the acknowledgment of the truth that we 
may recover ourſelves out of the ſnare of the devil. 

I am, Dear Sir, 
Yours, &c. 
| J. H. 


LETTER II. 


SIR, ſ 
UR late epiſtolary correſpondence gave each of us 
an opportunity of judging how far we ſtood agreed 
in our notion of the grace of God, which bringeth ſalvation ; 
and our common mutual! form of addreſs may ſerve to few 
how much we reſpected cach other on account of the appa- 


rent unity of our ſentiments on that grace. If either of us have 


been led to think ſoberly on the ſubject of the New Teſta- 
ment revelation, and the connection which it forms 
among them that believe, it may be ſaid, that the differ- 
ence between that connection, and the neareſt, moſt im- 
portant and laſting connections of nature, cannot have 
altogether eſcaped our obſervation. And if this has in- 
deed been the caſe, the apparent diſſolution of the con- 
nection between us, which, a few months ago, we would 
either of us readi:y conclude to be formed by that truth 
which is repreſented in the New Teſtament, ſeems to 
me a proper period for us both to think gravely which ſide 
of the gue/tion between us bears the ſtronger likeneſs to 
that truth. For we ſhall both of us readily agree to cenſure 
that ſpurious and pernicious charity elevated, for univer- 
ſal obſervation, on a clamorous conjunction of voices both 
in the popular and faſhionable profeſſion of chriſtianity. 

Could 
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Could we bring ourſelves to worſhip this idol of the age, 
we might then preſerve our connection in quiet, at the 


expence of diſregarding the words of our Maker, and reſt 


in a bond of unity founded in deceit, uncertainty or error. 
While we think on our preſent difference, and the in- 
fluence which it muſt have on our view of the divine grace 
to ſinners, it may be nothing to our diſadvantage to keep 
in mind thoſe words, the accompliſhment of which is 
now far advanced: come out of her my people, Rev. xviii. 4. 
We ſuppoſe the effect of this call will be the gathering all 
the ſubjects of Chriſt's kingdom out of this apoſtate church 
to which they refer, before her de truction by the bright-- 


neſs of his coming. And there is ſomething awful in this 


thought, that all who are found in her communion at 
this time, are like to take their fate together!“ which is 
heightened in reflecting on the vaſt extent of her com- 
munion (now broken, divided, and again ſub - divided) 


as ſignified by that general character which includes all her 
members: Having the form of godlineſs, but denying the 


power theres f. With this, place the diſtinguiſhing cha- 


racter of the true churches, and the contraſt is obvious: 


Here are they that keep the commandments * Ged and the 
faith of Jeſus. | 
If you ſhould be inclined to ſay that, at leaſt, on the 
queſtion concerning baptiſm, I am on the fide of this 
apoſtate church ; it may be ſaid, in reply, that if this be 
no further true than the ſubject of the queſtion can be diſ- 
connected from its import, then, as far as this goes, you 
may find both yourſelf and me on the fide of this church 
in very many things. The ſcripture never directs us to 
ſuppoſe this church is wholly to throw off the form of 
chriſtianity, but the contrary. I know thoſe who will 
agree with. you on this queſtion, who will tell you that 
the doQrine of the Trinity, the divinity of the Son of 


Compare Gen, vii. 1, 7, 10. and xix. 15. Num. xvi, 27, 255 26. 
Jer. Ii. 45. Mat. xiv. 16. 


* God 
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God, and other 'things'you maintain, are the remains of 
popery, and no part of ſcripture revelation : yet you think 
you have the ſcripture on your fide in holding with the 
church of Rome, againſt thoſe who yet on the ſubject of 
- infant-baptiſm are one with you; and even fo I think the 
ſcripture juſtifies' me in maintaining, with the Roman 
church the baptiſm of infants. 

Some things have been already obſerved to you as rea- 
ſons for our embracing this doctrine, and giving up our 
former opinion as diſpleaſing to Chriſt, and inconſiſtent. 
with the ſterling doctrine of ſalvation by grace. And, if I 
'Tightly judge, what little has been ſaid to you in this way 
has ſerved to fix you more faſt in your old opinion. And 
this is one reaſon why I have till now declined propoſing 
any thing further to your conſideration. 

But as the pamphlet you ſent me on this ſubject, in 
vindication of my former ſentiments, ſerved not a little 
to loſen my hold of them, and rouſe my jealouſy of their 
being erroneous and connected with more danger than TI 
was apprehending ; and as this has been hinted to you 
before, I have ſince been led to think, that ſome remarks 
on this pamphlet, to let you and your friends ſee in what 
light the reaſoning of the author appears to. us, might not 
be wholly unneceſſary, and perhaps, no more than you 

may expect. | 5 

It contains ten © letters addreſſed to Mr. John Glaſs, 

t in anſwer to his Dis8ERTATION on Infant-Baptiſm.” 
In theſe letters Mr. Glaſs's ſentiments ſtand charged with 
divers frightful conſequences, as militating againſt the 

doctrine of election, effectual calling, the ſtability of the 
covenant, and the faithfulneſs of God: yea, throwing 

the whole fabric of redemption into rubbiſh and con- 
fuſton : ' theſe, and ſuch like, heavy complaints againſt 
Glas's ſentiments may be accounted for in the ſame way 
in which we account for what is faid, p. 2. on Glas's 
wiitings, I found a piece on cathelic charity, and a let- 
* ter, 
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© ter, intitled, The rele of forbearance defended, in both 
* which you diſcard all forbearante whatever, as a thing 
«© unwarrantable in Chriſtian churches, ſince the finiſh- 
„ing of the New Teſtament revelation, &c.“ If you 
have read the pieces referred to, and find a willingneſs to 
join this author in his cenſure, or if you have not read 
them, and be content to reſt in the repreſentation he has 
given you, in either caſe, you ſhall not be further diſ- 
turbed by me, than while I remind you of an anſwer re- 
turned to the author of ſome complaints againſt a Jewiſh 
miniſter, for diſaffection to one of the Perſian monarchs ; 
which, however different the caſes, may I think, with 
ſufficient propriety, ſtand as an anſwer to theſe charges» 
with reference both to baptiſm and forbearance : there are 
no ſuch things done as thou ſayeſt. Yet I would not hereby 
be underſtood to infinuate that the Engliſh congregational 
churches, in general, whether baptiſt or others, pay any 
reſpe& to the bounds ſet to forbearance in the New Teſ- 
tament. 

The author of theſe letters | is willing however to acknow- 
ledge, that the author of the Dis8sERTAT1oN on Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, © has done it as much juſtice as the limits of his tract, 
and the nature of the ſubject could well permit ;* and 
we need not queſtion the propriety of the idea he annexes 
to © doing it juſtice ;* for he has this reflection to make 
on his author's manner of handling the arguments, after 
he has followed him thro' them, which may ſhew us, I 
ſuppoſe, wherein the juſtice he has done infant-baptiſm 
conſiſts ; Thus you finiſh your ſcripture arguments, in 
the handling of which, you have been obliged to con- 
« tradict yourſelf in every thing material,” p. 88. Let 
us now take a view of thoſe letters which are to evince 


theſe contradictions, annul the arguments brought from 
the ſcripture in favour of infant - baptiſq, and clear off 10 


abjections to our old opinion, 
REMARKS 
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REMARKS en the Second LETTER. 


N the beginning of this letter we have introduced from 
the DISSERTATION that which had given me, not a 
little perplexity; as interfering with every argument 
brought to ſupport the denial of infant-baptiſm : and I may 
take this opportunity of obſerving to you, that however 
I may have carefully concealed it from others, or endea- 
voured to reſiſt its force upon my own heart, I was never 
able fully to diſmiſs all apprehenſions that Glas's obſer- 
vation had but too ſure a foundation. His words are» 
« The denying of infant-baptiſm comes of making the 
c ſalvation of baptiſm to lie in ſomething elſe than the 
e thing ſignified; even that, whatever it be, which diſ- 
&« tinguiſhes the adult Chriſtian from his infant: though 
& our Lord expreſsly declares, that we muſt enter his 
c kingdom even as infants enter it.” It would have been 
very acceptable to have ſeized any conſideration carrying 
a fair ſhew cf enervating the force of this charge ; for it is 
no new thing to expreſs ſome ſhyneſs to a doctrine which 
yet finds a ready admittance to our hearts. I had, how- 
ever, this to ſay to myſelf for my comfort, Well, theſe 
ce ſort of infant-baptizers muſt, at leaſt, make the ſalva- 
4c tion of their infants turn on that which diſtinguiſhes 
« them from the infants of unbelievers :” and I could not 
perceive this ſpringing from a notion, that thoſe who have 
a title to baptiſm muft be ſaved_by that which diſtin- 
guiſhes them from thoſe who have no ſuch title. 

But the author of the letters obſerves, in the firſt place, 
If we maintain that elect infants obtain ſalvation by the 
« ſovereign free grace of God through the ſufferings, 
« death, and reſurrection of Chriſt, without regard to 
« any outward ordinance, hoy does it follow, that their 

h „ falva- 
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« ſalvation lies not only and wholly in the thing ſignified 
t in baptiſm to the adult, but in ſomething elſe ?? We 
may meet with many who are more willing to refer the 
ſalvation of their infants to ſovereign grace than their own 
ſalvation. But on what does the author reſt his opinion, 
that there are elect infants to obtain this ſalvation in infancy, 
while he would perſuade us that infants do not appear to 
be of the new or better covenant ?” p. 3. Here is a re- 
preſentation before us of infants elected by the ſovereign 
free grace of God to obtain ſalvation in infancy, by the 
ſufferings, death, and reſurrection of Chriſt ; and yet the 
author of this repreſentation profeſſedly denying that any 
infants can appear to us from the ſcripture to be elected to 
this ſalvation. An important queſtion preſents itſelf here; 
whether or not, does the appearance of Chriſt's kingdom 
in this world include every age as well as ſort of men that 
ſhall obtain ſalvation thro” his ſufferings, death, and re- 
ſurrection? but this'queſtion I muſt leave with your con- 
ſcience, to procure ſatisfaction on it as you are able. 

In the ſecond place the author of the letters enquires, 
if the ſalvation of viſible believers will turn on ſomething 
elſe than the thing ſignified to them in baptiſm, by deny- 
ing baptiſm to infants, becauſe it is neither commanded 
nor exemplified in ſcripture ? To this it may be ſaid, that 
our denying infant-baptiſm, becauſe there is not that fort 
of command and example which we require, and becauſe 
we cannot ſee them in the ſame ſtate with believers, and 
„ of the true Iſrael,” will be followed with this conſe- 
quence, that we have ſomething about us which ſhews us 
of the true Iſrael, and intitled to baptiſm, that has no 
reſpect to our infants, intitling them to our regard as ſuch 
Iſraelites. Now if we inquire for the ground of this no- 
tion, the Lord ſhews it, with an intimation of its nature and 
_ conſequence, in theſe words: whoſoever ſhall not raccive the 
kingdom of God as a little child, he ſhall, in no wiſe, enter therein, 
This ought to ſatisfy us fully that, when we deny eur in- 
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fants having any appearance of being of the true Iſtael, we 


are influenced by this notion, that we become members of 


this Iſrael by ſome ability which diſtinguiſhes us from our 


helpleſs infants. And there wants nothing but a ſuitable 
occaſion, notwithſtanding all our caution, to make this 
fully manifeſt.— We are more ready indeed to place that 
confidence in our confeſſion which belongs to the thing 
confeſſed, than directly to own it, —nay we ſhew our- 
ſelves very unwilling to own it, while all our reaſoning 


againſt infant - baptiſm from firſt to laſt ſerves to demonſtrate 


it, * We know not, ſays our author, who among infants 
<« are of the true Iſrael. And no more do we know who 
among them that make a profeſſion are of this Iſrael, tho? 
we will ſay, their profeſſion ſhews them of it, and even 
ſo does it ſhew their infants of it alſo. And our refuſing 
to admit infants the ſame appearance of being of this lirael 
with their profeſling parents, is the effect of refuſing to 
admit-the-truth of Chriſt's words abovementioned. As to 


our ſaying, baptiſm cannot be to infants a ſign of the 


de thing ſignified,” this is a reaſon wholly founded in 
human wiſdom, and can ſtand for nothing till that be ſuſ- 
tained a ſtandard for our conduct in the matters of Chriſt's 
kingdom, and for taking the ſenſe of the ſcriptures. But 


it may not be an inference foreign from this reaſon, that 


we receive ſome benefit, in the matter of our ſalvation, 
from the uſe we make of this gn, of which our infants are 
incapable, and which ſhould, in all reaſon, exclude them 
from the ſign till they attain the W to receive the 
benefit. 

A third thing propoſed for clearing this matter is this 1 
« If an explicit proſeſſion of the faith, &c. be qualifica- 
« tions which turn the ſalvation of the adult upon a dif- 


_ * ferent footing from that of infants, or the thing ſig- 


& nified in baptiſm; then, by neceſſary confequence, 
© theſe qualifications are not to be looked for in adults, 
« &c.” p. 6. To this may be added what is ſaid, p. 14. 
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« May we not then, with equal juſtice, retort, That the 
$ requiring ſuch a profeſſion of the parent, in order to the 
« baptiſm of his infant, comes of making the ſalvation by 
te baptiſm to lie in ſomething elle than the thing fignified.” 
But it is neither ſaid nor ſuppoſed, that a profeſſion of 
faith before baptiſm indicates our diſaffection to the ſal - 
vation repreſented therein ; but our denying that this pro- 
feſſion gives our infants the ſame appearance of being in a 
{tate of ſalvation, and the ſame title to baptiſm, it gives 
us: For while this is the caſe with us, it is impoſſible 
we ſhould not have ſome ſelf-righteous ſtreſs reſting on aur 
profeſſion, If our confidence is indeed placed on that 
which we profeſs to believe, that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son 
of God, and not on our profeſſion, we can never ſup- 
poſe this profeſſion gives us more appearance of being 
ſaved than it gives our infants. We perceive an adult 
perſon to be of the kingdom of God, by his confeſſion of 
the truth to his ſalvation, and the ſalvation of his houſe 3 
for ſo only the confeſſion of the truth anſwers. to its de- 
claration : and thus his confeſſion of the truth ſhews the 
ſalvation of his houſe, as much as his own ſalvation. 

Our author, in the fourth place propoſes to ſet aſide this 
charge, by . diſtinguiſhing betwixt the thing fignified and 
te the /ign ſignifying; the former being beſtowed on all the 
ce elect of God, whether adults or infants; the latter on 
* thoſe who appear to be ſuch, and can diſcern its mean- 
« ing, who are only the adult.” I know not where you 
will find any that do not diſtinguiſh in this manner, no 
more than I know how ſuch a diſtinction can help. us to 
conclude, that infants do not, equally with adults, ap- 
pear to be of the cet. Again, he diſtinguiſhes between 
the “ objefts of God's everlajting love, and the proper ſub- 
« jects of goſpel ordinances,” and ſays, God judges of the 
firſt “by the rule of his omniſciency ; the laſt muſt be 
«© judged of by the rules of revelation.” And might he not 
have ſaid, Gud judges of both theſe by his omniſcience, 

but 
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but we muſt judge of them by revelation ? But how does 
this diſtinction ſhew us, either that infants appear not the 
objects of God's love, and ſo not ſubjects of baptiſm, or 
that the denial of infant-baptiſm comes not of making the 
falvation by baptiſm to lie in ſomething elſe than the thing 
ſignified ?, or what diſtant connection can you ſee be- 
tween theſe fine diſtinctions, and the inference that cloſes 
the paragraph ? 

Laſtly, it is obſerved, that the aſſertion in the Diſſer- 
tation ſtands true upon its own plan, which is made out 
in this way: For if the denying of infant-baptiſm comes 
te of making the ſalvation by baptiſm to lie in ſomething | 
« elſe than the thing ſignified, then infant-baptifm is 
c abſolutely neceſſary to ſalvation ; ſince otherwiſe they 
„ muſt be baptized upon a ſelf-righteous plan, which 
& cannot ſave, but is oppoſed to the thing ſignified, I 
« aſk then, is not this ſomething like placing ſalvation in 
«© ſomething elſe than the thing ſignified; even that, 
< whatever it be, which diſtinguiſhes infants from adult be- 
<« lievers, and confines the thing ſignified to their baptiſm? 
« Perhaps you were not aware of this ;—.” I acknow- 
ledge this argument appears to me unanſwerable. How- 
ever, till you, or ſomebody elſe, can help me to under- 
ſtand it, I can neither receive advantage nor diſadvantage 
from it, tho' it remain in full force. And what the au- 
thor of the Diſſertation ſhould be aware of” after con- 
ſidering this argument,'that he was not before, is to me a 
profound ſecret it may not be ſo with him, or with you. 

Now after conſidering all that this author has ſaid to 
weaken the aſiertion in the Diſſertation, 1 am of the mind 
he might as well have ſaid nothing; for the words of 
Chriſt will ſtill ſhew, that our not ſuftering little children 
to come to him, or not acknowiedging them to be of his 
body the church, the true reaſon for not admitting them 
to baptiſm, is the effect of making our ſalvation to lie in 
that which diſtinguiſhes us from them. | 

| REMARKS 
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Nenanis on 625 Third LETTER. 


HIS Jottte opens with obſerving the authors care in 
conſidering the firſt ſection of the diſſertation, after 
which the following words are cited from it: The whole 
«« plea againſt infant-baptiſm comes to this, that there is 
s neither particular expreſs precept nor indiſputable ex- 
« ample for it in the New Teſtament, where baptiſm is 
« inſeparably connected with a profeſſion of the faith, 
« which infants are not capable to make.” This our 
author thinks ſufficient to overthrow infant-baptiſm if there 
were nothing more. Yet he will go farther, and, as boldly 
as we pleaſe, aſſuring us, there is neither precept nor 
« example, direct nor indirect, particular nor general, 
« expreſſed nor implied, in either the Old Teſtament or 
« the New, in favour of infant-baptiſm,” 
The author of the diſſertation allows there is no com- 
- mand particular and expreſs, nor any example but what 
is liable to be diſputed ; tho' yet it is his opinion, that 
the precept to baptize diſciples appears a precept to bap- 
tize infants; and that it cannot be ſaid, the baptized 
houſholds of which we read, were not ſo many inſtances 
of infant-baptiſm (Glas's works, Vol. IV. p. 196, 107. ) 
It is then his mind, that the New Teſtament contains 
both command and example for baptiſing infants, tho' not 
particular, expreſs, and indiſputable, which is not at all ne- 
ceſſary to warrant it. Let us now ſee how he is further 
addreſſed in this letter, as the effect of careful conſidera- 
tion; and you ſhall be judge of its propriety. “ So it 
« ſeems you are obliged to depart from precept and ex- 
„ ample at the very outſet of your journey. am 
“not at all ſurprized you ſhould depart from the princiz 
« ple we ſet out upon; but it is very hard that, in ſo do- 
« ing, you ſhould be obliged alſo to depart from the prin... 
F * ciple 
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& ciple you yourſelf ſet out upon, in your departure from 
e the national church. In your ſpeech before the com- 
c miſſion of the general aſſembly, you give the following 
t“ reaſon for not ſubſcribing the formula, viz. becauſe [ 
« cannot ſee precept or example in the ſcripture for the 
government of this national church by Eirk-ſeſſions, 
6c preſbyteries, provincial and national ſynods and if 
& jt ſhould be my opinion, that it requires precept pr ex- 
& example in God's word for ſuch a government, to war- 
% rant me to declare that it is founded in that word ;— 
<« { ſee no propoſition in the public ſtandards of the church 
te that condemns this.” Now, Sir, I aſk, * why do 
de we depart, in ſtating the controverſy about infant-bap- 
« tiſm, from that very principle, without which (by your 
& own confeſſion) you have no warrant to declare that it 
& js founded in the word of God?” I think nothing 
need be ſaid to ſhew that the letter-writer intended all this 
as a jeſt between him and his author, tho' it be not fo 
evident that this was his deſign with reſpeCt to his other 
readers. But let us ſuppoſe he really thinks himſelf grave 
in all 1 he has ſaid, is it not enough, even after this ſup- 


poſition, to bring the oppoſition it contains to infant- bap- 
tiſm under a ſuſpicion of proceeding from hypocriſy, with 
| thoſe who find themſelves concerned indeed to know the 
mind of the ſcripture on this head? It is pretended then, 
infant-baptiſm cannot be received without a particular ex- 
preſs command, or ſuch ſort of example as admits of no 
diſpute. | 
Is infant-baptiſm then the on/y thing in chriſtiznit 
which is not to be practiſed without this ſort of evidence? 
Can the day which we ſay the New Teſtament has fixed 
for the chriſtian ſabbath, in diſtinction from the ſeventh 
day, fet apart with great ſolemnity, be ſuppoſed © left, 
& notwithſtanding, to be gathered from dark and i incon- 
« concluſive 3 or dubious conſequences ?” for it 
would ſeem our author ſuppoſes no medium between this 
and 
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and expreſs particular precept, or indiſputable example, 
The expreſs precept for keeping the firſt day a ſabbath in 
the place of the ſeventh, is not by any pretended to be 
found in tie New Teſtament ; and thoſe who plead for 
the ſeventh day ſabbath can ſay, if the diſciples coming 
together on that day to break bread ſhews it to be the 
Chriſtian ſabbath, then their coming together with Jeſus 
on the day of the Jewiſh paſſover, on which they did the 
ſame thing, ſhews that day to be the Chriſtian ſabbath 
alſo : ſo there is no ſuch indiſputable example, or expreſs 
precept for the firſt day ſabbath, as is required for the 
baptizing of infants : and yet moſt of the deniers of in- 
fant baptiſm can receive this day as their ſabbath, and, 
as they ſay, on the authority of the New Teſtament. 
Again, where ſhall we find ſuch a command or ſuch an 
example, as is wanted for baptizing of infznts, to authorize 
conjoint ſinging in the church-afſembly ? This will not be 
found in the New Teſtament. And yet this can be prac- 
tiſed, as is pretended, on the authority of the New Teſ- 
tament. And further, where do the deniers of infant- 
baptiſm, for want of expreſs command or indiſputable ex- 
ample, find a command or an example oF ANY $ORT, 
for the ſetting one biſhop, as the repreſentative of Chriſt, 
ia every church? When theſe things are conſidered, with 
the inſtance of womens communicating, it may be confident- 
ly ſaid, that a true concern for ſcripture precept and ex- 
ample in the matters of the chriſtian profeſhon, is not the 
true cauſe of rejecting infant-baptiſm. This pretence ſa- 
vours ſtrongly of hypocriſy and impoſition ; and of ſuch 
a nature too as cannot well be hid from any who have a 
mind to obſerve it, 

For ſome time before I read theſe letters, I had not 
cared to look in the fact what is alledged from women's 
communicating againſt this repeated call for expreſs pre- 


cept and indiſputable example: and indeed I muſt own, 
F2 when 


8 
[1 
| 
i 4 
«4 
| 
% 


(44) 
when I found our author pretending to deſpiſe it, as ſcarce 
worth his notice and a nonſenſical evaſion, I had no hope of 
receiving courage from any thing that was to follow from 
him. However, thought I, this ſuſpicion can do me no 
harm : the work before my author is eaſy to judge of. He 


is to ſhew me a particular expreſs command, or elſe an in- 


diſputable example for womens communicating ; and if 
he cannot, or will not, do this, how muſt I think better 
of his attempt to remove the force of. this argument than 
endeavour, in the beſt way he can, to evade it? Three 
things are propoſed to expoſe Glas's nonſenſical evaſion. 
The firlt is, that women are manifeſted to be ſubjects 
te of goſpel ordinances by a perſonal profeſſion and cha- 
te racter, anſwerable to what the ſcripture requires.” And 
even ſo, infants are manifeſted to be ſubjects of baptiſm, 
by a character from the ſcripture anſwerable to what it re- 


quires in ſuch ſubjeAs. They have the character of be- 
ing holy, and of the kingdom of heaven; and they have the 
promiſe of ſalvation and the gift of the Holy Gheſt. But, 


& adds the author, infants, as they can make no ſuch pro- 
tc feſſion, ſo the fleſhly birth cannot denominate them ſub- 
« jects of baptiſm.” This denomination is not ſaid to 
come by generation: but cannot God ſend his word of 
ſalvation to infants equally with their parents ? and can. 
not he denominate them holy and ſubjeQs of his kingdom 
with them? And then, cannot the parents profeſſion de- 
nominate his infants the ſubjects of baptiſm, as much as 
it denominates himſelf ſuch a ſubject? But ſecondly, © the 
« ſcripture, ſays our author, expreſsly teil us, that there 
« js no diſtinction of male and female amongſt thoſe who 
“ are one in Chriſt Jeſus, Gal. iii. 28. while it makes 
«a very wide diſtinction betwixt the natural and ſpiritual 
© ſeed, and ſhews, that the former, as ſuch, have no right 
“to the privileges of the latter, Rom. ix. 6, 7. Gal, iii. 


. 29. Now, as the ſcripture makes no diſtinction of 


ex 
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ſex in Chriſt, ſo neither does it of age. Paul here ſays, 


there is neither male nor female; even as he ſays to the 
Corinthians, your children are holy ; and as Jeſus ſays of the 
youngeſt age, infants, of ſuch is the kingdom of God : they 
are therefore nothing behind the aged in this matter. As 
to what is obſerved of natural and ſpiritual, children and pa- 
rents are alike ; both natural and both ſpiritual, He might 
with equal propriety, talk of parents having a right to 


ſpiritual privileges by virtue of their being a natural ſeed, 


as ſpeak of their infants right coming in this way, as 
the conſequence of infant-baptiſm. But thoſe who ſhould 
ſet about denying womens communicating in the ſame 
ſpirit and temper in which he denies infant-baptiſm, would 
not be readily convinced by this argument. They could 
tell him that he would not, ſurely, allow male and female, 
one in all goſpel ordinances; and tnat if this text give 
women a right of communicating in the ordinance of the 
ſupper, it alſo gives them a right to fellowſhip in the ordi- 
nance of miniſtering in the word. And there would be 


nothing more profane or abſurd in this, than in denying 


infants to be members of the body of Chriſt. So this 
text does not give that fort of proof for womens eating 
the Lord's Supper, that our author requires for the bap- 
tiſm of infants. In the laſt place he ſays, Vou cannot 
c but be ſenſible that the precept, let a man examine him- 
&« ſelf, and ſo let him eat, (1 Cor. xi. 28.) includes both 
« ſexes ;” and why does he not alſo appear as ſenſible that 
the precept, baptizing them, &c. includes every age? Let us 
now ſuppoſe our author ſhould be told, that womens com- 
municating not being authorized by expreſs precept or in- 
diſputable example, is a circumſtance that muſt reſtrict 
% 26gwrrc;y in this text, to males.” according to the mul- 


titude of inſtances which we have of ſuch a reſtriction of 
this word in the New Teſtament; could he pretend to 


ſay, on his own principles, thete1 was any thing unreaſon- 


able init? 


Now 
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Now how does all this that he has ſaid anſwer to the 
ideas you ſignify by the words particular, expreſs and indiſ- 
putable ? Or, may I ask you, have you ſeen the expreſy 
precept or the indiſputable example for womens being in- 
cluded in what is ſaid, take, eat, and drink ye all of it? Or 
what ſhall we think of ourſelves, if we have not thrown 
oft all ſenſe of ſhame, perpetually calling aloud for pre- 
cept and example for iatant-baptiſm, as the only autho- 
rity on which we can receive it, while yet we can re- 
ceive and practice other things on the authority of the 
ſcripture, without any ſuch precept or example? * 


Doubtleſs, if it can appear that women were members 


of thoſe churches to which the apoſtles delivered the ſup- 
per which they received from the Lord, it can then fully 
appear that the Lord included them in his inſtitution of 
the ſupper; and that theſe churches coming together into 


one place to eat this ſupper ſhews ſcripture example for 


their communicating therein: and even ſo, if it can alſo 


appear that infants are members of the inviſible church, 


or body of Chriſt, (ſuffer them to come to me) to which 
one body the one baptiſm belongs, it will then alſo fully 
appear, that Chriſt's commiſſion to baptize extends to them, 


and that the houſholds baptized in conſequence of this 


commiſſion, of which we read, are ſo many examples of 
their baptiſm. I am ſtrongly of the mind, that what is 
obſerved in the Diſſertation on this head (Glas's Works, 


vol. iv. p. 194, 195. ) will never be anſwered. 
The 


* May not the queſtion here be propoſed, Why do we in offering our proof 
for the firſt-day ſabbath, cenjoint ſinging in the church aſſembly, womens 
communicating, and many other things, depart from that principle on 
which we ſet out to deny infant-baptiſm : and without which, by our own 
confeſſion, letting our author be our mouth, we have no warrant to declare 
them founded in the word of God ? 

: + © The whole plea againſt baptizing the infants of Chriſtians comes to 
« this, that there is neither particular expreſs precept nor indiſputable ex- 


* ample for it in the New Teſtament, where 9 is inſeparably con- 


ce nected 
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The author of the letters grants that the infants of the - 
believing Gentiles would have been circumciſed with their 
parents, but yet thinks it “ by no means evident, that 
& Peter comprehends theſe infants in the deſignation di 
ce ples,” Acts xv. 10. We muſt not perceive this by 
any means, as the fight would be rather dangerous. But 
let us hear what reaſons can be given againſt this evi- 
dence : We are firſt told, that thoſe . diſciples, are cha- 
« racterized in ſuch a manner as will not apply to in- 
c fants;“ as being taught, receiving the Holy Ghoſt, having 
their hearts purified and turning to God. I do not perceive 


how this ſhould be a reaſon for excepting infants in ver. 10, 
| | = 


« netted with a profeſſion of the faith, which infants ate not W to 


„make. 
« All this may be owned at the ſame time that the inference from it is de- 


& nied. For, as the queſtion is not about the inſtitution of baptiſm, but only 


* about thoſe to whom it ſhould be applied or diſpenſed, we muſt not ſay, 


that a thing of this nature is not warranted in the New Teſtament, merely 
«© becauſe there is not ſuch a precept or example as ſome require for applying 
« the inſtitution to chriſtian infants, For inſtance : We cannot deny a war- 
rant in the. New Teſtament for womens partaking of the Lord's Supper, 
% tho* there be no ſuch precept or example there for it, as is ſought for in- 
« fants partaking of baptiſm We can no more ſhew, by expreſs particular 
« precept or indiſputable example, that chriſtian women are included in the 
e precept, do this in remembrance of me, and, drink ye all of it, than we can 
* prove, by ſuch precept or example, that chriſtian infants are comprehend- 
« ed in the precept, baptizing them, We may indecd go about to prove, 
that chriſtian women muſt eat of that bread and drink of that cup in the 
Lord's Supper; by ſhewing them to be members of that body, the true 
„ church, which all partakes of that one bread, and ſo is one bread, and which 
« has communion in that cup of blefling, whereof all the members drink. 
% But in the very ſame manner it is ſhewed, that chriſtian infants muſt 
«« partake of the one baptiſm, by proving them to be members of that ſame 
« body, the holy catholic church, into which all are baptized ; even that 
one body to which that baptiſm belongs, as the Lord's Supper belongs to 
* a viſible church coming together into one place to eat it, Now as ſoon as 
«© we begin to ſeek a warrant for any ſuch thing in this manner, we muſt 


.<« depart from the principle that every oppoſer of infant-baptiſm ſets out upon, 


« viz, that ſuch an expreſs precept, and ſuch a plain example, is neceſſary to 
A ſhew the warrant for it,” | 


| (48) 
is not included in the name diſciples, without being alfo 4 
reaſon for reading the ſcripture in a very abſurd manner; 
for inſtance, when we read of the circumciſian, and find 
things ſaid of them that will not apply to infants, muft we 
therefore exclude them as not comprehended ? Or do we 
even think of doing it ? Let us ſay, we generally read of 
the church, believers, ſaints and diſciples, when the things 
ſaid of them will not apply to infants ; yet is this any 
more a reaſon for excluding infants from being compre- 
hended in theſe deſignations, than it is for excluding 
them when the like names are applied to the Old Teſta- 
ment church, as, church in the wilderneſs, people of God, 
Lraelites, &c. He ſhewed his word unto Jacob, his flatutes 
and his judgments unto Iſrael. Does not Jacob and Iſraei 
*here comprehend infants ? If our author ſhould have the 
the character of Iſrael after the fleſh, in any particular 
age, extracted from the ſcripture and laid before him with 
this inference, if ſuch then be the account given f 
t thoſe whom the prophets term Iſrael, it is plain, in- 
& fants are not included in that deſignation,” would he 
reckon this inference by all means evident? | 
Again he obſerves, ** It was not ſimply circumciſion, nor 
« the keeping of the law of Moſes, which Peter calls a 
« yoke ;—but it was the dodtrine Fits neceſſity unto ſalva- 
* tion, but this doctrine could be no ſuch yoke upon 
« the neck of infants, who could not underſtand it.” 
It was, ſure, the /aw which the Judaizers were for bring- 
ing the Chriſtian Gentiles under that Peter called a yoke ; 
and the bondage of this Jaw could not lie in the doctrine, 
that every one under it muſt certainly fulfil it in his own 
perſon, or be curſed; for we cannot ſuppoſe the believing 
Jews or their fathers under ſuch a yoke as this, when they 
were children in bondage under the elements of the warld : 
but they were yet under the law, which, tho' it promiſed 
life to the obedient, curſed every tranſgreſſor; and while 
RS: they 
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they were children, and in bondage, this law was not ful- 
filled, —finding themſelves tranſgreſſors and expoſed to the 
curſe in hearing the law; the fulfiller of it, and redeeme! 
from the curſe, to come, pointed to in the /aw, their ſchool- 
maſter to bring them. unto Chriſt, was but ſhewed. in ſuch a 
manner. as that they could not ſtedfaſtly look at him. 
This was the bondage of the law, which was remaved 
when the fulfiller of the law came, and they could with 
open face behold his glory. Now the believing Jews and 
their fathers came under this law by circumcifion ; ſo the 
yoke was laid on in their childhood: And in the caſe of pro- 
ſelytes of righteouſneſs from the heathen, it behoved the 
parent and his children to come under the law together. 
They did not defer bringing their children under the law 
till they ſhould have underſtanding of its bondage. The 
children, coming tounderſtanding, found the yoke on their 
necks, that was laid on in their infancy. And ſo it only 
remains for us to ſay either that the Judaizers were not - 
for bringing the. Gentiles under this yoke after the n- 
ner of Moſes, or elſe, that Peter includes infants among 
thoſe diſciples on whoſe necks this yoke was to be laid. 
And from hence it appears evidently to me that Peter 
underſtood the commiſſion to baptize diſciples to include 
infants. 

It is ſaid in the diſſertation that, . According to the 
c commiſſion #1 Mark's Goſpel to preach and baptize, in- 
« fants muſt either be reckoned with the believing or the 
« damned. For as to the believing there connected with 
<« baptiſm, it is expreſsly ſaid, He that believeth not ſhall 
« he dame and therefore if we cannot look on the in- 
&« fants ot the faithful dying in infancy as damned, we 
% muſt look upon them according to this- ſcripture, as 
« believing, and fo intitled to baptiſm, here connected 
de with the believing that includes them in diſtinction 
e from the damned,” The author of the letters cites 
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theſe words and thus remarks upon them: . Here it ſeems 


& we are laid under a neceſſity of judging the ſtate of in- 
&« fants: if they are the children of believers, we muſt 


-& reckon them with the believing and ſaved ; but if they 


5 are children of unbelievers, we muſt, by the ſame 
& rule, reckon them with the unbelieving and damned» 
5 according to your view of Chriſt's commiſſion.” 

If infants are a part of mankind, the ſcripture certainly 
lays us under an obligation of judging of their ſtate, as far 
as I take to be hinted in the Diſſertation. We muſt either 
reckon they are ſaved or damned, if there be no middle 
ſtate between ſalvation and damnation. - And if believing 
be inſeparably connected in this text with ſalvation and 
not believing with damnation ; infants muſt ſure claſs 
either with believers or unbelievers, and ſo be reckoned 
either as believing or unbelieving. So far I think we are 
under a neceſſity from the ſcripture of judging of the ſtate 
of infants. Tho' the author of the letters would ſeem, 
by what he has ſaid here, to think we have nothing cer. 
tain on this head from the ſcripture : Yet he hints from 
the inſtance of Jacob and Eſau that ſome dying in the in- 
fant ſtate are ſaved and ſome damned, which may be the 
foundation of what he ſpeaks concerning“ elect infants.” 
Yet even this would ſeem again to hang ſomething looſe 
in his imagination, for in giving the character of the elect, 
or ſubjects of the new covenant, he ſpeaks of them all as 
having the law of God written in their hearts, and all 
knowing him, &c. p. 65. And yet by denying that infants 


can be included among perſons of this character, it would 


ſeem to be his mind that no infants are in a ſtate of ſalva- 
tion, or included in the predeſtinated unto the adop- 
te tion of children, and the redeemed by the blood of 
s Chriſt” Yet he mentions the power of God to 
regenerate them, and of their being born of the Spirit. 


Tho? 
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Tho' the ſalvation connected with believing in Mark xvi, 
16. was preached by the apoſtles, when they came to exe- 
cute that commiſſion, to children with their parents, 'and 
tho' they ſtood connected with their parents in that fal- 
vation; yea, and tho” the children of thoſe who received 
not the goſpel could not have the appearance of being in 
a ſtate of ſalvation ; yet all this is very far from being a 
foundation to conclude the damnation of any child what- 
ever, dying in infancy, We cannot ſay how great a mul- 
titude may be ſaved, that are not included in the appear- 
ance of Chriſt's kingdom in this world, both infants and 
adults. I do not know of any paſſage in the ſcripture that 
will contradict it, if it be ſaid, the children of unbelievers 
dying in infancy are connected with believers in ſalvation. 
But there are paſſages in the ſcripture that ſeem to coun- 
tenance this ſaying. Mat. ii. 8. Jer, xxxi. 15—17. All 
the children in Bethlehem, and the coaſts about it, that 
were ſlain by the order of Herod, for the fake of Chriſt» 
are called the children of Rachel, and have the promiſe of 
coming again to their own border in the reſurrection of 
the juſt. (See Dan. xii. 13. Rev. xxvi. Luke xiv. 14.) But 
the ſcripture does not call us to look on any infants as ap- 
pointed to eternal death. | | 

Our author obſerves, that our looking on the children 
of believers in the ſame ſtate with their parents, is con- 
trary to ſcripture facts. Abraham, ſays he, was a 
« real believer in the ſight of God, and declared to be 
« ſo; yet the ſcripture never enjoins us to look on his 
« fon Iſhmael in the ſame light.” And ſo of Iſaac and 
Eſau, David and Abſalom. Let us then ſay, that ſalva- 
tion was promiſed to Abraham and his houſe (which yet [ 
think our author has not attempted to ſhew) where does the 
ſcripture direct us to look on his fon Iſhmael, as certainly 
miſling of ſalvation ? Will Paul's ſhewing himto be a type of 
the children of the perſecuting church make this out, and ſo 
make out the damnation ot all thoſe. whoſe carcaſes fell 
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in the wilderneſs ; or all who did not behave ſuitable to the 
faith of God's promiſe of Canaan to Abraham's ſeed ? Or 
would our author have certainly concluded the damnation 
of Manaſſeh had his hiſtory and character been concluded 
the ſame way in 2 Chron. chap. xxxiii. as it is 2 Kings, 
chap, xxi ? | 
Aſter tranſcribing what Paul, ſays, Rom. chap. ix. on 
Jacob and Eſau, he adds, © thus it appears inconſiſtent 
« with the ſovereignty . freedom of divine grace, to 
&« hinge the ſalvation of infants upon their connection with 
6e believing parents.” But this paſſage in Romans ſays 
nothing of Eſau's miſſing ſalvation, tho it ſhews his being 
rejected was typical of the eternal rejection. And if it has 
pleaſed God to ſend eternal ſalvation, not to a perſon only 
but to his houſe with him, is this to act beneath his /ove- 
reignty ? And if mercy be declared as freely to his houſe as 
to him, is this inconſiſtent with the freedom of divine grace? 
It is altogether needleſs to ſay more to evince the ob- 
ſurdity of this. But what our author has here ſaid may · 
yet be conſidered as ſubſervient to the truth and the ad- 
vantage of thoſe who are of it. We may here perceive 
* how the enemies of the goſpel reſpect thoſe doctrines of 
it in their hearts, of which they conſider themſelves the 
| friends and defenders, Let the pretended friends of divine 
ſovereignty be gravely told their little children - appear 
equally intitled to the kingdom of God with themſelves, 
and it may open a view to the hypocriſy of their friendſhip. 
It is obſerved in this letter that the author of the Diſſer- 
1 tation owns, that many of the children of believers fall 
| ' ſhort of ſalvation when they ſurvive the infant ſtate, p. 19- 
| If by this the letter-writer means that they are ſaid to be 
damned, as I do not perceive this owned in the Difſerta- 
tion, nor any foundation in the ſcripture to own it, his 
1 reaſoning on it cannot deſerve further notice : And not- 
1 withſtanding our author's random talk of thouſands of the 
| children 
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children of believers never attaining ſalvation ®, T ſee no. 
thing that can be alledged from the ſcripture to ſhew that 
any believer's houſe was damned, ſince life and immortality 
was brought to life by the Goſpel. 


REeManKks on the Fourth LETTER. | 


N this letter the author conſiders thoſe houſholds to 

whom the apoſtles preached ſalvation; and whom 
they alſo baptized : And here he ſets believing on the Lord 
for ſalvation on a footing with the appropriating acts of faith 
called for and recommended in ſermons. And what he 
ſays on this may I think be taken to hint to us, that thoſe 
preachers with their improprieties, as he terms their call- 
ing for acts of faith, are more acceptable to him than 
thoſe who firſt preached falvation by the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt to men and to their houſes, and required faith, not 
works, to their ſalvation, and the ſalvation of their houſes. 


The houſe of Cornelius. 


After charging his author with culling out Zroen ſen- 
tences of ſcripture to avoid the connection, and fo avail- 
ing himſelf of the ſound inſtead of the ſenſe (which, by 
the way, is an artifice to avoid the true ſenſe of theſe ſen- 
tences, which are not broken, but full and entire) he con- 
ſiders the houſe of Cornelius as including his kinſmen and 
near friend. He and ALL his were preſent to hear 
« Peter's ſermon, (ver. 33.) And after this © manifeſt 
« juggle” to convert the kinſmen and friends of Cornelius 
into his houſe, he adds, in which there was not the leaſt 
<«« intimation that his houſe ſhould be ſaved on his believ- 
© ing; but the apoſtle having ſet before them Chriſt's life, 
<« death, and reſurrection, he concludes thus; to whom 

gave 


* The author of theſe letters is certainly a gentleman of rare and extenſive 
knowledge, 
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cc gave all the prophets witneſs, that through his name, who= 
&*© ſfoever believeth on him ſhall rece*ve remiſſion of ſins. ver. 43. 
« Then it follows ; while Peter yet ſpake theſe words, the 
« Holy Ghoſt fell on ALL them that heard the word, ver. 44. 
«© Now what can we gather from this, but that remiſſion 
« of ſins is granted to all them that believe; and that the 
© houſhold of Cornelius believed and received the Holy 
& Ghoſt as well as himſelf? And was not this the exact 
« accompliſhment of what the angel had ſaid to Cornelius 
© concerning the words whereby he and all his houſe 
« ſhould be ſaved ?” | 
If you rather chooſe to conſider this as a fair repreſen- 
tation of this tranſaction than be at pains to conſult again 
the ſacred hiſtory, ſo do; but in Acts chap. x. I find no 
hint of the houſe of Cornelius hearing, believing or receiv. 
the Holy Ghoſt. It is ſaid, ver. 2. that he ſeared God, 
with all his houſe, which may, without any violence done the 
words, ſignify his maintaining the fear of God in his houſe 
in his prayers and good works, But let us ſuppoſe that all 
his hauſe in this text deſigns perſons capable of doing thoſe 
works which beſpeak the fear of God, and that, becauſ. 
of infants being incapable of thoſe works (which is all the 
reaſon that can be aſſigned) they are not included in thoſe 
words, all his houſe; yet this reaſon cannot have any place 
for excluding infants in chap. xi. 14. where it is ſaid, that 
he and all his houſe ſhould be ſaved by the words to be 
ſpoken to him ; for if he had infants to be excluded in the 
former text becauſe of their incapacity to fear God, yet 
they were as capable as he, or any that could be in his 
houſe of being ſaved, and therefore cannot be excluded here 
on ſuch an account. And if we inſiſt from chap. x. 2. that 
he had none other in his houſe but ſuch as were capable of 
fearing God, the text will not ſupport ſuch a ſenſe,—it 
gives no countenance to it. If in common diſcourſe, at 
this day, we ſhould hear it ſaid of any perſon, that, he is 
one that fears God with all his houſe; it would never 
| enter 
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enter into our heads that ſuch a perſon had no little chil- 
dren : The utmoſt we could ſuppoſe, would be, tha: thoſe 
of his family come to underſtanding were religiouſly dif- 
poſed after his examp'e. And, on the other hand, if we 
ſhould hear it ſaid of ſuch a perſon, with reſpect to any 
eminent danger threatning him and his houſe, that he 
ſhould be ſaved and all his houſe, we would again, in this 
caſe, never think of excepting his little children, or doubt 
at all if their ſalvation was leſs certain than his own, no 
more than we. would think of any belonging to him re- 
ceiving the benefit of that ſalvation, paying no regard to 
it. So, I may now tell you, it will come to this at laſt, 
and after all our reaſonings, from theſe texts, that we have 
been deſpiſing the ſimpleſt eaſieſt ſenſe in which the words 
of theſe texts can be taken, thro* our perverſe diſpoſition 
to follow the courſe of the diſputers of this world: And the 
honeſteſt and ſafeſt part we can now act, is to acknowledge 
our iniquity and take with the ſhame of it, 


The jailor's houſe. 


On the jailor's houſe our author thus expreſſes his ſen- 
timents : In anſwer to the queſtion, what mut I ds to 
« be ſaved? it is ſaid, believe on the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and 
6 thou ſhalt be ſaved, and thy houſe. Acts xvi. 31. This 
& by no means implies; that the jailor's faith would ſave 
&« his houſe, or that he was commanded to believe for the 
« ſalvation of his houſe as well as for his own ; but only, 
© that his houſe would be ſaved, as well as he, believing 
&« on Chriſt: And this ſenſe is clearly aſcertained by the 
« event; for they ſpake unto him the word of the Lord and 
6 to all that were in his houſe, ver. 32. But why to all 
cc that were in his houſe, if he could have believed in their 
cc ſtead? That all his houſe, as well as himſelf, under- 
&« ſtood and believed the word which was preached to 
C them, is clear from ver, 34.—he ſet meat before them, and 

| % rejoiced, 
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« rejoiced, believing in God with ALL his houſe. Thus we 
& ſee how the jailor and his houſe were ſaved.” 

Now, may I requeſt you to turn to the paſſage in Acts, 
chap. xvi. and obſerve how the account of this matter ſtands 
there, with its particular circumſtances, And, 1. Try if 
it can fairly appear to you from any thing ſaid in the whole 
narration that Paul and Silas had any other hearer from 
the jailor's houſe beſides himſelf; and if the apoſtles an- 
ſwer to the jailor's queſtion, firſt more briefly and com- 
prehenſively, ver. 31. and then, ver. 32. more fully and 
particularly, is not all one diſcourſe, without any inter- 
miſſion of ſpeaking the word of the Lord to him and his 
houſe. 2. Can you doubt of what is ſaid ver. 31. being 
addreſſed to the jailor only * And was not ſalvation even 
in the words of this verſe preached to his houſe as much 
as to himſelf? Vea as clearly was ſalvation preached to his 
houſe in that comprehenſive anſwer to his queſtion as in 
the after enlargement on it, ver. 32. 3. If no more was in- 
tended than © that his houſe would be ſaved, as well as 
* he, believing on Chriſt ;” what propriety can we ſee in 

this connection which the apoſtles words ſignify between 
him and his houſe ? If this had been all, as Glas obſerves, 
« then it might as well have been ſaid, thou ſhalt be ſaved, 
& and all the houſes in Philippi, or the whole world.” 
But here is ſuch a connection between the jailor and his 
houſe, in this matter of ſalvation, as was not between him and 
his neighbour's houſe, or between him and any other houſe. 
4. Can you, in examining the paſſage, perceive any pro- 
priety in the author of the letters calling what is ſaid, 
ver. 32. the event” of ver. 31? unleſs it ſhould be to 
„avoid the connection“ of theſe verſes. And whereas 
he inquires, © why to ALL that were in his houſe, if he 
& could have believed in their ſtead ?”” may it not be fur- 
ther inquired, why has he not anſwered what his author 
ſaid on this verſe, who ſays nothing of the jailor be- 
lieving in their ſtead? 5. There is nothing ſaid, in this 
w hole 
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whole account of things between Paul and Silas and the 
jailor and his houſe, from whence it can be concluded, 
that his houſe, as well as himſelf, underſtood and be- 
lieved : And if our author was not indeed perſuaded of 
this in his conſcience, why then has he ſaid nothing to 
what the author of the Diſſertation has obſerved in that 
tract which he mentions as being exceptionable, in his 
firſt letter. The obſervation is as foliows : 

< It is ſaid, ver. 34. that he believed. And there is 
„ no mention of any other believing but himſelf, The 
«© text ſays, That he believing God, rejuiced in the whole 
66 houſe ; nyaMuaoals weruxi: As Rom. xii. 12. Th M11. 
© xeigorlt;, rejoicing in hope, This joy is his, who fell 
« down before Paul and Silas, and brought them out of 
ce the ſtocks, in the inner priſon, and ſaid, Sirs, what 
* muſt I do to be ſaved? who took them, and waſhed 
& their ſtripes ; and having brought them into his houſe, 
<« ſet a table to them. It was he that rejoiced believing 
« God. And certainly it was matter of the greateſt joy 
c to him, who had been juſt before thinking of nothing 
« but the ruin of himſelf and family, to find eternal ſal- 
ce vation in the Lord Jeſus, not only to himſelf, but all 
« his houſe.” 

6. In the ſenſe we have formerly taken theſe paſſages, 


which is revived in our minds by the author of the letters, 
can we ſay, we have preſerved their connection, and 


perceived the unity of deſign contained in the language of 
the New Teſtament, in the declaration of ſalvation ? The 
promiſe is unto you, and to your children. ho ſpall tell thee 
words whereby thou and all thy houſe ſhall be ſaved.—Thou 
ſhalt be ſaved and thy houſe.—peace be to this houſe. —T his 
day is ſalvation come to this houſe. —The Lord give mercy unte 


be houſe of Oneſiphorus. It ſeems not very agreeable to 
our author, to have thoſe paſſages which ſhew the ſenſe 


of the New Teſtament on this matter collected and laid 
together ; forthis is culling and detaching broken ſenterces 
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to avoid the connection: and yet it falls out (who 
would think it after ſuch care to avoid conneCtion) that 
a ſtriking connection preſents itſelf to us, tending to ren- 
der us inexcuſeable in rejecting the doctrine confined 


thereby. 
| The houſe of Stephanas. 


Our author, after inſerting what is ſaid of the houſe of 
Stephanas, 1 Cor. xvi 15. 16. thus remarks on it: Here 
<« it is evident they were adults, fince otherwiſe they 
c could not miniſter to the ſaints, or help and labour with 
ce the apoſtles. This is further manifeſted by their being 
ce the firſt fruits of Achaia, concerning which we read, 
« and many of the Corinthians hearing, believed, and 
6 were baptized, Acts. xviii. 8.” 

Thus it ſeems he thinks that what Paul ſaid of this houſe 
when hewrote his firſt epiſtle to the Corinthians can ſhew 
him there were no infants in it when he baptiſed them, 


as alſo that there was none at that time in this houſe but 


what were capable of miniſtering to the ſaints. Paul is 
not here declaring ſalvation to Steph anus and his houſe, 
he belief of which is followed with the adminiſtration of 
baptiſm. But what I have quoted from the letters, on 
this houſe, brings to mind the Jogic made for the au- 
thor of the diſſertation, p. 14. (and logie might have 
been made for Paul in the ſame way, Heb. vii. 9.) Let 
us now ſee how it behoves our author to read the ſcrip- 
ture in the capacity of a logician conformable to the way 
- © he reads Paul's account of the houſe of Stephanas: in- 


« fants could not be concerned in making Abimelech 


king; but all the houſe of Millo were concerned in 
„ making him king, Jud. ix. 6. therefore in Millo's 
& houſe there were no infants. God would nat ſwear to in- 


„ fants; but he ſware to the houſe of Eli, 1 Sam. iii. 14. 
5 © therefore 
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ce therefore Eli's houſe had no infants. Jacob would not 
&* -ſay to infants, put away the ſtrange gods; but he ſaid 


& this to his houſhold and to all that were with him, ergo 


©« Gen. xxxv. 2. Ezekiel would not call infants re- 
& bellious; but he many times calls the houſe of Iſrael a 
& rebellious houſe; therefore there was no infants in the 
& houſe of Iſrael when Ezekiel propheſied. The Lord 
* would not command thoſe he ſent to preach his king- 
dom to ſalute infants ; but he commanded them, when 
& they entered into a houſe to ſalute it; therefore their 
« commiſſion could not include any houſes with infants 
*in them. (But I have preſumed perhaps too far in this 


« way.) And ſo here, the apoſtle would not ſay, that in- 
« fants miniſter to the ſaints; but he ſaid this of the houſe 


of Stephanas : therefore the houſe of Stephanas had no 
<« infants in it. Here it is manifeſt they were adults.“ 
It is indeed evident that thoſe in the houſe of Stephanas 
whom Paul ſaid had addicted themſelves to the miniſtry 
of the ſaints were adults; but that there were not alſo in. 
fants in this houſe is not evident. And if there were ſuch 
in it when Paul baptized it, they alſo were baptized, of 
which they were as capable as any that could be in it. 
It is faid, Acts xviii. 8. — many of the Corinthians hear- 
ing, helieved and were baptized; on which our author ob- 
ſerves, ©* Theſe words expreſſes the beautiful order which 
« the apoſtles obſerved in executing their commiſſion ; 
e they firſt preached, and when thoſe who heard, believ- 


ed, they then, and not till then, baptized them.” This 


order appears beautiful to him, when conſidered in a 
conſiſtency with his reaſoning on infant-baptiſm. And 
even ſo did it appear to me alſo. I thought it very beau- 
tiful to exclude infants from being any way included in 
the goſpel declaration. I could not perceive any beauty 
in the goſpel taking as much notice of them as of myſelf ; 
and for the very ſame reaſon alledged in the letters, viz. 
becauſe of their inability to anſwer what the goipel re- 
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quires from thoſe it faves, I thought it beſpoke great fol- 
ly, and was the effect of a poor pitiful way of thinking 
on the ccncerns of the goſpel, to ſuppoſe infants as viſible 
fubjects of ſalvation, and of the kingdom of God, as pro- 
feſſing men and women: yea and I could find enough to 
ſay to elude the plaineſt cenſure the goſpel beftows on ſuch 
high minded mortals accommodating its words to that wiſ- 
dom which is earthly, ſenſual and deviliſb. 

But the beautiful order pointed out in this text, when 
reſcued from human wiſdom, and received in a conſiſ- 
tency with the ſimplicity of the apoſtles preaching and 
baptiſing, takes the children of believers to baptiſm, leaves 
them as holy as their believing parents, and as much in- 


titled to the promiſe of the holy ghoſt, and to the king- 
dom of heaven as they. 


Lydia's houſhold. 


Here the letter writer wants to have it proved that Ly- 
dia had infants, and that they were baptized on her be- 
lieving. Can he then take it amils if he is required to 
make it appear that ſhe had no infants, and that her houſ- 
hold conſiſted of adults, who were baptized on their own 
faith? But he thinks it would appear, either that ſhe ne- 
ver was married (and how then ſhould ſhe have a houſ- 
Hold to be baptized ?) or that her huſband was dead. Well, 
let her huſband be ſuppoſed to be dead at this time, of 
what ſignification will it be? can we next infer that ſhe 
had no children? Againſt her having a huſband, he has 
to tell us that . it is not uſual in ſcripture to denominate 
« a houſhold by the wife whilſt the is clothed with a huf- 
band.” In this caſe fure the houſhold muſt be denemina- 
ted by the party that believes. However, he is willing to 
make the © ſuppoſition that ſhe had a huſband and al- 
ſo chiidren that were infants.” And what occafion for 
this complex ſuppoſition? The ſuppoſition of her hav- 


my 
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ing a huſband at this time has no concern with the quei- 
tion. And it need not be brought under the notion of a 
doubtful ſuppoſition that ſhe had children; the text ſays 
ſhe had a houſhold Let us then take the ſuppoſition that 
ſhe had infants: the queſtion is, whether ©* it can be 
«© imagined ſhe ſhould bring theſe infants along with her 
4 all the way from Thyatira in Aſia, the place. of her re- 
* ſidence, to Philippi in Macedonia, where ſhe appears 
<« to have come with a deſign of ſelling her purple: Dr. 
Gill, on this place (Acts xvi. 14.) can imagine ſhe was 
e wholly removed” to Philippi. However, tho' Thyatira 
was the place of her nativity, or of her reſidence former- 
ly, how can our author imagine, that Thyatira was now 
the place of her reſidence, when he is oftener than once 
told ſhe had her houſe at Philippi. Philippi was, at this 
time, the place of her reſidence, and the reſidence of her 
houſhold, ver. 15. 40. The latter of theſe texts is quo- 
ted in this letter: And they tuent out of the priſon, and en- 
tered the heuſe of Lydia ; and when they had ſeen the brethren, 
they comforted them and departed. This text furniſhes out 
another argument that the houſhold of Lydia were not 
infants; which ſtands thus: Now as we read of no 
ce brethren in that city, but the houſholds of Lydia and 
« the jailor, fo their being comforted of Paul and Silas, 
« ſhews them to be adults and not infants.” Our read- 
ing concerning theſe brethren has been of a piece with 
the reſt of our reading on this ſubject, very erroneous, 
Bur if you have any doubt concerning our former reading, 
with reſpect to theſe brethren, you may as you find oppor- 
tunity and inclination read again, and think again, and 
I think you may perceive, without much of either, 'that 
more brethren than Paul and Silas came from Troas to 
Philippi. 

But now, on ſober reflection, on what is ſaid of Lydia 
and her houſhold, can we find any ſort of hint that her 
houſhold were any other than little children ; while, by 
the notice taken of her and the ſilence concerning the ac- 
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tivity of her houſhold, it ſeems more than probable that ſhe 
had no houſe elſe but little children. 

The authority for infant-baptiſm from theſe houſholds 
will ſtand unſhaken, till it can be ſhewn there were no 
infants in them. And this can never be ſnewn. If a per- 
ſon, who has a houſhold of little children, believes in 
Chriſt, and is ſtreightway baptized and his houſhold, theſe 
paſſages will ſupport the action againſt all the different 
ſorts of reaſoners and diſputers. There is, in ſuch a caſe, 
nothing done but what perfectly agrees with theſe ſcrip- 
ture examples. And, when this is further conſidered in 
conneQion with what Chriſt ſays of little children, and 
with what Peter ſays of them, with reference to the pro- 
miſe of the Hoh Ghoſt, and Paul, with reſpect to the holy 
church diſtinguiſhed from the unclean world, and with the 
directions to the churches concerning them, which ſup- 
poſe them in the Lord, the evidence is then ſtrengthned 
beyond a poſſibility of being ſpoken againſt by any who, 
in this matter, tremble at the word of God. 

There is no conſtant uniform ſenſe to the term houſe, 
in the ſcripture. It ſometimes comprehends a whole na- 
tion, or tribe ; and in this view may comprehend their 
poſterity to the remoteſt period, in which they can be diſ- 
tinguiſhed : ſometimes a whole family, and Abraham's 
houſe included his ſervants, who were alſo his property. But 
in the caſe of that ſalvation which is declared in the goſpel, ĩt 
intends a man's children, diftinguithed from him, by be- 
ing incapable of underſtanding the word of ſalvation. eu 
nd your ä and thy hauſe. 


REeMaRKs on the Fifth LETTER. 


In this letter the diſſertation is conſidered, on what is 
faid for infant - baptiſm from Acts. ii. 39. And againſt 


this promiſe being to them that believe and their children, 
it 
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it is objected . That if the promiſe is not fulfilled, it re- 
s flects on the faithfulneſs of God; if the promiſe is ful- 
filled then all Abraham's poſterity muſt be ſaved. 

The promiſe which was to believers and their children, 
belongs to the covenant made after theſe days; and it was 
never ſaid to Abraham, thou ſhalt be ſaved and 855 houſe 
with reſpect to eternal ſalvation, 

The promiſe to Abraham's fleſhly ſeed was * a pro- 
miſe of the land in which he was a ſtranger, wherein they 
were to have an earthly reſt. And it will not be denied 
that circumciſion was a token of their heirſhip of this reſt 
as his ſeed: But ſhall we ſay that the poſterity of Iſh- 
mael, and Eſau, and thoſe who fell in the wilderneſs are 
| Inſtances reflecting on the faithfulneſs of God? We 
cannot deny the promiſe of the earthly reſt to Abraham's 
ſeed: the poſterity of Iſhmael and Efau were as much 
Abraham's ſeed as the deſcendants of Jacob; yet thefe 
did not enter into it, nor even did Moſes or Aaron, any 
more than thoſe who fell in the wilderneſs and knew God's 
Breach of promiſe. We cannot know the like of the pro- 
miſe which is to him that believes and to his children: And 
if in ſome inſtances that promiſe ſeems to fail, there can 
be no greater objection from hence againſt the promiſe 
being to them and their children, than ariſes reſpecting the 
caſe of ſuch among Abraham's ſeed who came ſhort of the 


Promiſed earthly reſt. Was not Eſau Jacob's brother? 


Were not they who fell in the wilderneſs the ſeed of Abra- 
ham ? Yet God made good his promiſe, To thy ſeed will 
I give it. Beſides, we cannot infallibly know who are 
the ſeed of real believers, ſecing that ſome, who were ne- 


ver diſcovered in this world, will hear the Judge ſay, / 
know you not. Nor can we very often know with certain- | 


ty that men die in the diſbelief of the goſpel, altho' we 
may know they have lived in diſbelief of it till near the 


cloſe of their lives. No doubt the promiſe was as much 
to 
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do Timothy and his children, if he had any, as it had 
been to his grand-mother Lois and his mother Eunice, 
and would be to his children to the lateſt poſterity, But, 
as we can by no means trace the genealogy of thoſe fa- 
milies which the New Teſtament records to be faithful in 
Chriſt Jeſus, ſo we cannot know when their poſterity 
failed, any more than how they died reſpecting the belief 
of the truth: therefore we can have no occaſion to entan- 
gle ourſelves in reaſoning about them. Our heſitating on 
the accompliſhment of this firſt goſpel promiſe ſeems to me 
not unfitly compared with our firſt parents heſitating 
about the certain accompliſhment of the firſt threatning. 
They could not ſee into the propriety of that threatning 
when they began to reaſon upon it. That God would 
certainly fulfil his threatning, on their diſobedience, ac- 
cording to the moſt obious ſenſe of the words which con- 
tained it, ſeemed to them ſomething incredible. They 
were tempted therefore to think the divine threatning 
was to be ſomething differently underſtood from the way 
in which it was expreſſed. And this temptation too was 
ſupported in the woman by a concern for the divine cha- 
racter, who began to think leſs of the prohibition proceed- 
ing from the ſovereignty.of her maker, for the ſimple pur- 
poſe of announcing her dependence; and to conſider the 
reaſon of the divine prohibition to be ſome evil quality 
in the tree: neither ſhall ye TOUCH it. It may well be ſaid, 
that the rejection of every divine truth and diſobedience 
to every divine command originally proceeds from that no. 
tion in the bottom of our hearts which, however con- 
trary to our conſcience, refers us to our own wiſdom as the 
proper teſt of the divine character, | 

In the firſt place we lay it down as a maxim, that God 
does not promiſe ſalvation to him that believes and his 
children on equal terms. This is the proper root of our 
reaſonings on this ſubject. With this maxim eſtabliſhed 


in our hearts, we proceed to examine how the ſimple 
| and 
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znd moſt obvious ſenſe of the promiſe can apply to our 
children as it does to us: and our notion of be/ievers bear- 
ing a proportion to our notion of the divine grace, we find 
Aa multitude of reaſonings and objections agitated in our 
minds, with reſpect to the conſtant, certain, and regular 
accompliſhment of the promiſe to children. Moreover, God 
has thought fit to reſerve the knowledge of the hearts of 
all profeſſors to himſelf. There is no denying this; but 
the nature of our reaſonings and objections againſt the di- 
vine promiſe may ſhew us, that it however gives us ſome 
affliction: hence we adventure to place the words of 
God in ſuch a light as to throw the ſmalleſt reflection on 
our wiſdom, and afford the moſt gratification to our pride. 
Yet the promiſe of the holy ghoſt to them that believe, 
and their children, cannot be ſhewn to be incon. 
ſiſtent with the ſimple ſenſe of any fact recorded in the 
Old Teſtament or the New. 

Our author indeed ſays, “If this promiſe be actually 
& made good, then none of believing Abraham's po- 
e ſterity could ever have been rejected.“ Now after we 
have, by manifold artifices, been endeavouring to impoſe 
on ourſelves and others, ſuppoſe we could ſubmit to aſk 
ourſelves, what connection there is between this promiſe 
being made to them that believe and their children, and 
its being to Abraham and all his poſterity? And till this 
connection can be made good, it is in vain to ſay more 
on the accompliſhment of the promiſe from this conſider- 


ation. 
Again, he would deny the accompliſhment of the pro- 


miſe, in this view, from experience, for that many god- 
ly parents have wicked children.” p. 38. Now let 
us ſay, that the children of believers may poſſibly ſome- 
times appear to us, in the adult ſtate, unbelievers ; is this 
then ground ſufficient for us to deny that they ſhall ever 
receive the promiſe, or that, if it be to the believer and 
his children, it is,-in this caſe, a promiſe not made good ? 

IS I The 
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The promiſe was not to be beſtowed in the infant ſtate, 
nor neceſſarily to be given to the parent on his firſt be- 
lieving, but in the obedience of faith, Acts. v. 32. But 
as the promiſe is equally to the believer and his children, 
this is abundantly ſufficient to govern our eſtimation, and 
to take the children of thoſe who profeſs to believe as much 
into our account of the ſaved as their parents. And as 
nothing can give us a different view of the profeſſing pa- 
rent but his fruits, ſo nothing can alter our view of his 
children but the ſame thing : Nor, if this ſhould happen, 
can it be ſaid, either that the promiſe ſhall not be fulfilled 
to the children, if the parent is a believer, or that the 
children's not adhering to the parent's profeflion evinces 
the falſhood of his profeſſion ; unleſs it ſhould be ſaid, that 
every backſlider from the goſpel profeſſion certainly dies 
an apoſtate. Even the inſtituted diſcipline in the churches 
goes not on the ſuppoſition that the diſobedient ſhall cer- 
tainly remain in that ſtate and be damned ; even in this, 
there is room for hope that the ſpirit ſhall be ſaved in the 
day of the Lord Jeſus, 

To adjuſt and ſettle theſe matters that we have ſtum- 
bled at, belongs tohim who made us, and knows our hearts, 
who can do it in a conſiſtency with his promiſe of ſalva- 
tion, and the gift of his ſpirit to them that believe and 
their children. 

If we will hear our author, Peter intended the ſame 
thing by children, Acts ii. 39. that Joel did by /ons and 
daughters, Joel, ii. 28. Though the apoſtle applied what 
Joel faid of theſe fons and daughters to himſelf, with the 
reſt of the apoſtles and believers of Chriſt's reſurrection, 
Acts it. 7. That which the Jews ſaw, when they ſaid, 
What meaneth this? and, theſe men are full of new wine, was 
that which was ſpoken by the prophet Joel, your ſons and 
your daughters ſhallpropheſy. "Theſe ſons and dau ghters of the 
New-Teſtament church included all poſſeſſed of the ex- 

f | traordinary 
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raordinary gifts, which were not promiſed as a flanding 
reaſon of baptiſm, as was the promiſe, ver. 39. for then, 
baptiſm muſt have ceaſed when no more of theſe ſons and 
daughters could be found in the Chriſtian church, 
He that . notices this promiſe, as it reſpected the chil- 
“ dren, had no dependence on, or connection with the 
&« faith of the parents, any more than the promiſe of 
« Canaan to the ſucceeding generations had a dependence 
“ on the faith of their fathers who died in the wilderneſs,” 
i. e. When the goſpel comes to a man, and faves him, 
his infants have no more connection with him therein, 
than his own ſalvation was connected with the faith of his 
unbelieving “ anceſtors. There is alſo an inſinuation here, 
that the promiſe to the believer and his children, prevents 
this bleſſing to the children of unbelievers. But there can 
be no occaſion for remarks on it. 
He has alſo to tell us, that “ if the children cannot in 
e themſelves know any thing of repentance or remiſſion 
« at the time of their baptiſm, then, according to the 
« ſcripture, they are not capable of baptiſm ; for the 
„ apoſtle Peter tells us, that the anſwer (or ſtipulation) of 
« a good conſcience towards God is neceſſary to baptiſm, 
« 7 Pet. iii. 21.” And next he may tell us, that when 
Moſes ſpake every precept to all the people, according to 
the law, and took the blood of calves and goats, with 
water and ſcarlet wool and hyſſop, and ſprinkled both the 
book and all the people, ſaying, Fhis is the blood of the 
Teſtament which God hath enjoined unto vou, infants 
were incapable of that purification from the filth of the 
the fleſh, being incapable of having the precepts of the 
law ſpoken to them, or having any conſcience of that co- 
venant. And I know not how it ſhould eſcape his notice, 
that this ſame argument, ſrom Peter, againſt the ba; tiſm 
of infants, ſtands equally againſt their falvation. But J 
have ſome queſtion if it be altogether conſiſtent with the 
Faith of the unbelieving, Whatever impropriety be in this, muſt b: 


placed to the account of our autllor. 
I 2 reverence 
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( 68 ) 
reverence due to the words of Peter, to meddle at all with 
ſuch profane puns on them. 


RrMaARKs on the Sixth LET TER. 


HAT Paul ſays to the Corinthians in his firſt 
epiſtle, chap. vii. 14. is the ſubject of this letter. 
For the unbelieving huſband is ſanctiped by the wife, and the 
unbelieving wife is ſanctiſted by the huſband : elſe were your 
children unclean ; but now are they holy. And here it is 
again ſignified, that the argument from this text ſuppoſes 
the holineſs of the children of believers to come by natura] 
generation. If the jailor, then, for inſtance, had ſalvation 
declared to himſelf and to his houſe, believing on Chriſt» 
muſt we infer that the ſalvation of his houſe was by gene- 
ration ? And if the children of believers be declared to be 
of the holy church, muſt we infer this is by generation, 
and not in the ſame way as Chriſt ſaid to his diſciples, 
Now ze are clean thro the word which I have —_ unto 
you? 

Our author alſo here grudges this grace to infants cc the 
children of 1/rael after the fleſh could not be members of 
& the commonwealth of Iſrael, unleſs both the parents 
„„ were Iſraelites; but it ſeems the children of the true 
% Iſrael, may be of that Iſrael; yea and we muſt eſteem 
them ſo, as much as their parents What! is it then 
come to this at laſt ?!—Our children as apparent Iſrael- 
„ ites as ourſelves ?—A very pretty tale to be told. — 
& Never let this be the doctrine of the ſcripture.” But our 
ſnarling at the privileges, and the grace of God beſtow- 
cd on infants, is no argument againſt them. 

« But if thoſe little children—fall away in the adult ſtate 
« —then a perſon may be a real member of Chriſt for a 
while, and afterwards a child of the devil.“ This object- 
tion has no force in it, unleſs we propoſe to have the ſame 
| know- 
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knowledge of the chtiſtian profeſſors that God has. Man 
profeſſed believers fell away from their good confeſſion, 
made ſhip-wreck of faith and a good conſcience, and 
went out from the firſt churches, that it might be mani. 
feſt that all who gain the eſteem of holy brethren, and of 
being made partakers of the heavenly calling, are not 
really, holy nor ſavingly called. And if our author's“ judg- 
& ment of charity” be the greateſt length he can go in 
judging of profeſſing parents, how can he propoſe any 
thing beyond this, with reſpect to their infants ? * Adults, 
he obſerves, may impoſe on us by a plauſible profeſ- 
«« ſion and walk, and as we cannot judge the heart, we 
« muſt eſteem theſe brethren that have the apparent cha- 
&« racters of ſuch ; but if we be deceived in infants, they 
& can have no hand in this deception, and conſequently 
« it muſt land upon the rule that directs our judgment 
4e of them.” Now it becomes him to tell us, that the 
rule which directs his judgment whom to eſteem holy, 
places all infants before him as »nhely ; and if it ſhould 
however ſometimes prove, in the ſight of God, that this 
is not the caſe, they being holy in His fight, while our 
author by his rule for judging is viewing them unholy, 
to what will he, on his own principles, attribute his de- 
ception, or where will he find a landing place for it, if 
not on the rule he has taken up for the direction of his 
judgment ? But it is fit, that in feeding our natural dif. 
affection to the goſpel, by contriving what plauſible things 
we can ſay in oppoſition to that ſimplicity in which it 
ſpeaks to us, it is fit, I ſay, we ſhould be taken. in our 
own ſnare, and condemned out of our own mouths, It 
is but advancing a ſtep further in the ſame impious contri” 
vance, to land our deception, with reference to adults, on 
the divine rule too, unleſs we can ſay, that our eftimation 

is under no divine rule, 
Theſe reflections become ſtill more ſerious on perceiv- 
ing ſuch men evincing the enmity of their hearts to the 
genuine 
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genuine fruit and proof of faith, “ the work and labour of 
« love.“ p. 48. On the perception of this we have little 
occaſion to heſitate about how they ſtand affected to /e 
grace of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, or to any rule he has eſta- 
bliſhed in his kingdom. And it may ſerve the more to 
confirm the truth of infant-baptiſm, that it is oppoſed in 
conjunction with that which the apoſtles have pointed out 
as their rejoicing - the teſtimony of their conſcience, 
that in fimplicity and godly ſincerity, not with fleſhly wiſ- 
dom, but by the grace of God, they had their converſation 
in the world. 1 Cor. 1. 12. 
Dur author propoſes two ſorts of ſanAification for the 
unbeliever in this text; 1. Inſtrumental, and 2. Matr:- 
mon'al, of which diſtinction I do not pretend, by his de- 
ſcription, to be a competent judge : And while he allows, 
in ſome ſenſe, this matrimonial ſanctiſication to be 77/7ru- 
mental of producing a holy ſeed, I cannot ſee how it can 
be ſaid the diſtinction is kept open. 

But againſt the inſtrumental ſanctification he has ſome 
objections. 1. If the unbelieving wife were barren, 
& then ſhe could have no ſanctification. 2. If the children 
„ ſhould loſe the character of holy in their adult ſtate, 
e in what ſenſe can we underſtand the unbelieving wife 
„ ſanctified to bring forth holy children?“ And then the 
apoſtle's argument, in this view, . would have left the be- 
lieving Corinthians, in many caſes, at liberty to put 
© away their unbelieving correlates.” — Theſe may be 
very proper objections, for aught I know, againſt ſome 
ſtrange nocions intended in the words, in/{rumental ſancti- 
Acation, but they have no weight againſt the plain ſenſe in 
which we hold the apoſtle's words. Yet for theſe reaſo:s 
the ſanctification in this text muſt, according to our 
author, be a matrimonial ſanctification: It conſiſts in the 
the wife not being an adu/tere/s. And this appears to him 
both in * coniidering the meaning of che word ſanctifi- 

cation 
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© cation in ſeveral other places of the New Teſtament: 
and the ſcope of the apoſtle's argument here.” 

The firſt text referred to is 2 Cor. vii. 1. If this text 
is conſidered in connection with the verſes preceding, the 
meaning is obvious; the filthineſs of the fleſh referring to 
the wnclean thing, chap. vi. 17. See alſo Iſa. lii. 10, 1. 
The next paſſage is 1 Cor. vii. 34. wherein we cannot 
eaſily miſs perceiving the oppoſition ſtated between the 
Lord and the world : And again the ſervice of the Lord 
and of the husband. And the holineſs in this text re- 
lates to the Lord, and imports, that the unmarried can 
be more devoted to his ſervice in good works than the 
married, who are nevertheleſs not anchaſte in pleaſing 
their huſbands. This author, then, cannot, with any plau- 
ſibility, plead his cauſe from any other text than 1 Tneſ. 
iv. 3, 4. For this is the will of Gd, your ſanf:ijication, 
that ye ſhould abſtain from fornication : that every one of 
you ſhould know how to poſſeſs his veſſel in ſanijication and 
honour, But this will not anſwer the purpoſe ; for his 
matrimonial ſanctification, or lawful marriage, may cer- 
tainly take place among the Gentiles who know not God ; 
whereas that which is urged by the apoſtle ariſes from the 
knowledge of God, and is oppoſed to all luſt or covet- 
ing: And the exhortation is equally addreſſed to the mar- 
ried and unmarried. Thrs is the will of God, your ſanifi- 
cation: can it mean this is his will that every man marry, 
whether he have neceſſity ſo to do, or not? 

What then becomes of our author's labour to ſet aſide 
the ſenſe of 1 Cor. vii. 14. maintained in the Diſfertation ? 

But let us read the text according to the ſenſe given of 
it in the letters: the unbelieving husband is chaſte in the 
wife, —elſe were your children unclean : And let us do our 
utmoſt to keep ourſelves in countenance with this reading, 
how is our author's /zgitimate holineſs ſecured by this 
chaſtity which the unbeliever has not in himſelf ? If you 
ſay we ſhould read, the unbelieving husband is chaſte To the 
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wife, c. Well then, let this be the reading, and what 
inſtruction do you receive that you had not without it ? 

Now let us ſuppoſe, with the author of the letters, that 
this text comes as a reaſon why the believer muſt remain 
with the unbeliever in the marriage ſtate ; for, ſays the 
apoſtle, the unbeliever is ſanctified in the believer : hereby 
the believer might be ſatisfied of his dwelling with the un- 
believer in that ſtate ; being conſiſtent with the laws of the 
kingdom of heaven, which keeps believers and unbelievers 
ſeparate, the church from the world, which we ſuppoſe 
the ground of the Corinthian ſcruple on this head; // 
were your children unclean. As all the uncleanneſs * which 
children can have is their connection with the world, from 
which the church of God is ſeparated, the apoſtle can here 
mean no other thing by uncleanneſs in the children, Bui 
now. are they holy, viz. as the Corinthians themſelves were 
holy, being waſhed, ſanctified, and juſtified in the name of 
the Lord Jeſus, and by the ſpirit of their God, ſo inheriters 
of the kingdom of God, 

I have now a very reaſonable requeſt to propoſe, Let any 
text in the Bible, between the beginning and the end, be 
produced, where a perſon is ſaid to be holy, when a ſpecial 
Telation to God, or being devoted and ſeparated to him, 
is not intended; and if this cannot be granted, or ſuch a 
text cannot be found, would it not, think you, be pre- 
ſumptuouſly ſinful in me to put ſuch a ſenſe on this holineſs 
as no one text in the Bible will juſtify * Keeping this in 
your eye, may I crave your attention to this queſtion : 
Whether the ſenſe of this text in the diſſertation, or in theſe 
letters, receives more countenance from the holy ſcriptures ? 


If all typical holineſs and uncleanneſs be aboliſhed ; in Chriſt, and the 
goſpel place all forts of perſons and people on a level not keeping the divine 
law, it will require no ſmall nicety of perception to ſee more uncleanneſs in a 
baſtard than a child begotten in wedlock, in the view of the goſpel, whatever 
wickedneſs it place to the account of its parents. \ 
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"Remarks en the Seventh LET TER. 


N this letter our author propoſes to conſider © whether 
« the infants of believing parents be the true Iſracl, 
« who are born of the ſpirit, and fo the antitype of Jewiſh 
« infants.” p. 58. And he perceives the miſtake in the 
diſſertation to be occaſioned by the author not keeping in 
his eye the diſtinAion betwixt Abraham's two-fold ſeed, 
by which he has confounded thoſe born of the fleſh with 
thoſe born of the ſpirit. p. 67. What gives him this 
perception is, that the whole argument in the diſſertation 
proceeds upon the ſuppoſition, that the fleſhly ſeed of 
the New Teſtament believers is really the ſpiritual feed of 
Abraham. Againſt this being true, he has to obſerve, 
that it is abſurd to ſuppoſe that the infant ſeed of Abra- 
dc ham, born of the fleſh, did typify the infant ſeed of 
dc believers, born likewiſe of the fleſh.” Will then the 
infants of believers being, what he calls, bo: # of the fleſh, 
prevent their being typified by the Iſraelitiſh infants? Or 
could theſe infants typiſy any other ſort of perſons but ſuch 
as are born of the flcſh? It is obſerved, that the miſtake 
in the diſſertation, lies in accounting the infants of be- 
lievers of the ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham; ſo they were not 
typified. as a fle/hly ſeed, but as a foiritual feed; I ſuppoſe 
our author reckons his believers the ſame way born of the 
fleſh that their infants are; were they therefore not typified 
by Abraham's fleſhly ſeed ? This is à curious way of de- 
monſtrating, that the infants of believers are not of the 
ſpiritual ſeed of Abraham. 

We have, however, ſix other arguments which, we are 
informed, © ſerve to ſhew that the infants of New- Teſta- 
c ment believers cannot be counted for the ſpiritual ſeed.” 
p. 70. And the firſt four of theſe argumants may be re- 
duced to ene, Which has already been taken notice of. 
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Tt is this: © The infants of believers cannot be diſtin- 
« guiſhed: as the ſpiritnal ſeed, by natural generation.“ 
And no where does the diſſertation, in any ſhape, ſuppoſe 
this, Our author is here fighting with his ſhadow. B 
liever's infants are diſlinguiſhed to be the ſpiritual Iſrael 
that ſame thing which diſtinguiſhes themſelves to be ſuch 
Iſraelites, viz. The. confeſſion of the mouth. to ſalyation, 
The 7100 laſt arguments reſpect this confeſſion, 5. Tho 
«© ſome of the children of believers are of the ſpiritual ſeed; 
4 it will not follow they ſhould all be counted fo ; —— 
« and if they cannot all bs counted for the ſpiritual ſeed, 
& then none of them can.” p. 69, 70. By believers here, 
I apprehend we muſt underſtand thoſe who appear ſuch by 
the confeſſion, for we have no other way to know them, 
And ſo this argument ſtands equally againſt himſelf, Our 
author, may with the ſame propriety, ſay, ©* Tho' ſome 
« profeſſors are of the ſpiritual ſeed, it will not follow 
„ they ſhould all be counted ſo, any more than it will 
5 follow, that becauſe ſome of the fleſhly Iſrael were alſo 
« of the ſpiritual Iſtael, therefore they were all of the ſpi- 
« ritual Iſrael. And if they cannot all be counted for the 
44 ſpiritual ſeed, then none of them can; for in-the- $00: 
« feſſion there is no viſible diſtinction.“ 

But, „6. If the ſcriptures demonſtrate, that many of 
te the children of infidels are of the ſpiritual ſeed, whilſt, on 
5 the other hand, multitudes of the ſeed of the faithful 
« are rejected as infidels ; then no rule can be fixed for 
« judging the ſtate of infants from the faith or infidelity of 
« their parents.” Here our author ſeems, partly, to forget 
what he is doing, and what he propoſed to do towards the 
beginning of this letter, p. 58. If we aſk where the 
ſcripture demonſtrates that many of the children of ir- 
fidels are of the ſpiritual ſeed, ard multitudes of the chil- 
dren cf the faithful rejected; we ſhall be referred to the 
calling of the Gentiles and 1 rejection of the Jews. 

s Were 
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Were theſe Gentiles then, whom he has his eye on, as being 


of the ſpiritual ſeed, and the Jews, whom he looks on as re» 


Jjected, ſuch children as he reckons we cannot judge of by 
the faith of their parents ? were they, in his view, infants ? 
Or is he oppoſing one who judges of any other children by 
their parent's faith than infant children ? As to the caſe of 
Iſhmael, Eſau and Abſalom, which is inſtanced again at this 
place; it ſhould firſt have been ſhewn. that ſalvation was 
promiſed to Abraham and Iſhmael, Iſaac and Eſau, David 
and Abſalom, as it is in the goſpel to the believer and 
his children ; and then, ſecondly, that Iſhmael, Eſau, and 
Abſalom! were not ſaved. Our author aſſerts, * there is no 
*« connection between his (the believer's) profeſſion and 
< the ſpiritual ſtate of his child.“ If it be faid, in anſwer 
to this, that there is the ſame connection between his pro- 
feſſion and the ſpiritual ſtate of his child, that is between 
his profeſſion and his own ſpiritual ſtate, if his profeſſion 
anſwer the ſcripture declaration ; theſe two contrary af- 
ſertions are of equal authority, as coming from the pens of 
the aſſerters, without the intetpoſition of ſcripture autho- 
rity. And whichſoever of theſe aſſertions is ſupported” by 
the texts that have already been conſidered, which, at furt 
view, ſeem to place a connection between parents and chil. 
dren, muſt be the aſſertion that will ſtand true, while the 
other falls as a falſhood : Let thoſe texts then determine 
this point. The parent does not profeſs the faith of his 
& child, but his on faith.“ If his own faith correſpond 
with the ſcripture teſtimony, in this matter, and that teſti- 
mony ſhew that ſalvation, the ' remiſſion of ſins and the 
gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, are to the believer and his children, 
or his, houſe; then his faith muſt have an equal reſpect to 
the ſalvation of his children, as it has to his on ſalvation, 
And whether this is not indeed the very teſtimony of the 


goſpel, every one that reads tlie diſſertation and theſe letters 


ſhould find himſelf concerned to know for himſelf.. There 
6 is no ſuch call (to acknowledge infants the ſpiritual ſeed 
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os by their parent's profeſſion) in all the word of God. * 
p- 73. It is not diſputed that the word of God calls us to 
acknowledge the profeſſing parent to be of the ſpiritual ſeed, 

by his profeſſion; and whether it does not equally call us 
to acknowledge his children alſo of this ſpiritual ſeed, muſt 
again be referred to the paſſages in debate, from which 
there can be no appeal. But we have here two texts pro- 
duced in favour of our author's ſentiments. The one is 
John iti. 6. That which is bern of the fleſh, is fleſh, All that 
can be propoſed from theſe words, can only be to ſhew 
that the ſpiritual ſeed are born of the ſpirit. And how 
| theſe words ſhew that infants of belicvers are not born of 
the ſpirit, perhaps you know—l1 do not. The other text 
is Rom. ix. 6, 7. They are not all Iſrael which are of Iſrael, 
neither becauſe they are the ſeed of Abraham ars they all chil- 
dren. To apply this diſtinQtion in Abraham's ſeed to the 
profeſſors of chriſtianity, we muſt ſay, They are not all 
chriſtians indeed that are included in the chriſtian profeſſion. 
J have no occafion to ſay more to evince the impropriety of 
producing theſe texts on this occaſion. 

Thus we have ſeen the ſubſtance of what our author 
has to offer for convincing us that the infants of believers do 
not with their parents appear to be of the ſpiritual ſeed! 

It is obſerved in this letter, that the arguments for in- 
fant baptiſm #* will equally hold for their receiving the ſup- 
« per.” p. 75. This may be acknowledged, if it appear 
that the ſupper was adminiſtred, as was baptiſm, to per- 
ſons on the firſt appearance of their belonging to Chriſt's 
body, the church. But this does not appear. * it may 
be added further: 

.- 1, Infants are declared members of the church of Chriſt, 
to which baptiſm belongs. They are declared to be of the 
kingdom, bely, and faved. And ſuch, from the beginning, 
were baptized ſeparately on the firſt appearance of their 
being ſuch members. 2. Infants are not declared members 
of thoulc churches to which the apoſtles delivered the ſupper 
whh 
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which they received from the Lord. They did not deliver 
the ſupper to ſeparate individuals; or to men and their 
Houſes, immediately on believing, as they did baptiſm ; 
but to a church coming together into one place to eat it: 
Of which churches infants appear not to be members, as 
they appear members of the true church. 3. Baptiſm al- 
ways preceded the adding to theſe churches, as our author 
agrees (p. 74) with the diſſertation : Wherein is alſo ob- 
ſerved, p. 203. Adding unto ſuch a church was, from 
e the beginning, the conſequent of baptiſm, and of teaching 
< the baptized to obſerve all things whatſoever Chriſt com- 
« manded the apoſtles.” 4. There is a difference between 
theſe two ſigns. Eating the ſupper is a ſign of the partak- 
ers diſcerning the thing ſignified ; and beſpeaks their at- 
ing as members in that body where the ſupper is placed; 
as it is ſaid, Take, eat, divide it among yourſelves; whereas 
baptiſm is a ſign of the baptized being cleanſed from his 
fins, wherein he is paſſive, as he alſo is in being baptized : 
So that infants not being capable, like adults, of ariſing to 
be baptized, does not make them incapable of baptiſm. 
And therefore it is not inconſiſtent with the ſcripture to 
baptize infants, as appearing to belong to that church to 
which baptiſm belongs, „where no unclean thing can 
« enter,” tho' they be not placed “ in a ſociety where 
« hypocrites have and may enter,” while they cannot 
anſwer the ends of ſuch a ſociety. This objection to in- 
fant- baptiſm takes its riſe from this notion: That none 
are capable of being members of the body of Chriſt, but 
thoſe who are alſo capable of being members of thoſe 
churches which are formed to ſhew forth this B 

Our author ſeems much ſtartled with theſe words of the 
diſſertation: ** We ſee unfeigned faith deſcending from a 
« parent to her child and grand-child, 2 Tim. i. 5.” 
« What a groſs corruption of chriſtianity is here !” It may, 
therefore, the more eaſily be confurtee, Let us now hear 
the copfutativn; ** ]t is evident the apoſtle does not mean, 
4 that 
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cc that faith deſcended from Timothy's grand-mother to 
* himſelf, by virtue of her being his grand-mother ; 
« (for then it would deſcend like hereditary qualities in 
« the blood) but that Timothy was enlightened in the 
knowledge of the goſpel by the ſpirit. of God, even as 
« his mother and grand-mother were before him; which 
<< might, or might not be, notwithſtanding the fleſhly * 
<< nection, as both ſcripture and experience plainly evince.' 
Now can all this ſnew us thatfaith unfeigned did not 2 
from Timothy's grandmother by virtue of the divine 
promiſe to them that belteve and their children ? For 
Timothy had this faith from his childhood or infancy, 
2 Tim. iii. 15. 

And when he hears it ſaid that, according to the ſcrip- 
ture, we muſt look on the children of believers, dying in 
infancy, as dying in the Lord; he is amazed that ſuch 
fancies ſhould be fathered on © the ſcripture of truth, 
« when there is not one ſyllable in all that ſacred book 
© that makes the leaſt diſtinction, with reſpect to ſalva- 
tion, betwixt thofe that die in infancy, and thoſe who 
<« arrive at maturity.” And yet, ſtrange as this is, the 
ſcripture affirms little children to be of the lingdem of bea: 
ven, holy, and ſaved. 

I ſee nothing ſaid, from Col. ii. 11, ra. to ſhew chat 
circumciſion in the Jewiſh church is not ſucceeded by bap- 
tiſm, with that ſignified in it, in the chriſtian church; 
except that, . baptiſm took place among the believing 
« Jews a conſiderable time before circumciſion was abro- 
„„ gated.” p. 57. And aid not the new covenant, to which 
he ſays baptiſm belongs, take place among theſe Jews 
alſo a conſiderable time before the abrogation of the old 
covenant: Did not therefore the new covenant ſucceed 
the old? But it may be acknowledged he had leis occaſion to 
ſay any thing from this text, ſeeing he profeſſes © hearty 
« agreement” with his author, that baptiſm belongs to 


« the true Iſrael, even. as circumciſion . belonged ta 
the 
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| & the typical Iſrael.” p. 57. Yet we muſt not build too 
much on this profeſſion of hearty agreement; for he ſeems 
ſo much alarmed with an agreement of this nature, when 
he comes to take a view of the doctrine of Chriſt concern- 
ing little children, that he is, I think, more than half in- 
clined to withdraw it; and tells us, that tho' „ e could 
ce diſtinguiſh thoſe who obtain the bleſſing in infancy, it 
46 would be no warrant for their baptiſm, without a di- 
« vine command,” p. 84. | 


REMARKS on the Eighth LETTER, 


N this letter, where the doctrine Chriſt taught his diſ- 
ciples concerning infants is conſidered, there are ſe- 
veral things obſerved againſt our taking the words of Chr 
in their moſt obvious meaning. 
As 1. The children of infidels are as capable of being 
c ſubjects of Chriſt's kingdom as the children of believers.” 
When the incapability of infants is ſo vehemently urged as 
an argument againſt their baptiſm, it may be neceſſary to 
ſhew they are capable of that which is ſignified therein. 
But here the queſtion is not whether the infants of un- 
believers are capable of being ſuch ſubjects, but whether 
they appear ſuch ? Their capability is no argument.” 
p. 71. 2. All the children of believers are no more ſub- 
c jects of this kingdom than all the children of unbelievers, 
« as has been already ſhewn.” Now, tho' this has not 
been ſhewn, and is what no mortal knows any thing of; 
yet let us ſuppoſe, that ſome children of believers may not 
be the ſubjeRs of the kingdom from their infancy, What 
is this to the purpoſe ? Are all profeſſors the ſubjects of 
it? Andif not, will our author therefore not have them 
baptized ? „ 3. As the children of believers are not all of 


cc this kingdom; ſo many of thoſe who are elected to ic 
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e are not gerualhy called in infancy.” The queſtion is 
not whether they are aually called, but whether they 
appear to be of the called, and among the remnant, according 
to the election of grace ? © 4. Tho? Jeſus Chriſt—can diſtin- 
« guiſb his people among infants, as well as among adults, 
« and bleſs them; yet this is no warrant for us to bring 
the infants of believers indiſcriminately to baptiſm, as 
« jt is to bring them to him for a bleſſing.” It is not be- 
cauſe he can * diſtinguiſh” his people as we cannot, that 
infants of believers are baptized, no more than it is be- 
cauſe of this that adults, profeſſing the faith, are baptized : 
nor does Jeſus give this as a reaſon why they muſt be ſuf- 
fered to come to him; but for this reaſon mult they come, 
| becauſe he would have them appear to us the ſubjects of 
his kingdom, and for this ſame reaſon they muſt be bap- 
tized. When I conſider theſe words of the Lord, Of 
ſuch is the kingdom of heaven, I muſt conſider baptizing them 
as ſaying, Amen; or aſſenting to the truth of what is ſaid. 
« 5. Our bringing them to Chriſt for a blefling, tho' a 
40 duty, yet it is his to give or withhold; nor can we 
& diſtinguiſh who obtain the bleſſing in infancy,” And 
can we diſtinguiſh better. who obtain it among thoſe to be 
baptized on their own profeſſion? If no perſon mult be 
baptized till we can thus inguiſb who are Chriſt's, bap- 
tizing is at an end. And when any are baptized on their 
own profeſſion, unto the promiſe of the bleſſing of the 
Holy Ghoſt, the bleſſing of Chriſt's kingdom, is it not 
« his to give or withhold ?? Our author ſays, p. 84. 
« This place makes no diſtinction of children, * by 
their parents, or among themſelves.” Tho' there be 
no diſtinction expreſſed, yet it is evidently enough implied; 
for we cannot ſuppoſe thoſe would bring hate chil.iren to 
Chrift for the bleſſing of his kingdom, that did not believe 
him to be the Chriſt. But when the apoſtles executed the 
commiſſion they received from him, to preach the things 


CG his kingdom, and bapiize, they fully cleared 
the 
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the diſtintion-implied in this place. But tho' it does not 
appear, from what is ſaid in this place, that theſe children 
were brought to be baptized, but rather that they had been 
baptized before; yet, from what is ſaid, their right to 
baptiſm ſufficiently appears. Jeſus liſted up his hands and 
bleſſed his diſciples before his aſcenſion ; and if this can be 
conſidered as a confirmation of their memberſhip in his 
kingdom, his bleſſing infants muſt be confidered in the 
ſamelight ? | 

It has been often ſaid, * If the diſciples underſtood any 
de thing of infant- baptiſm at this time, they acted very in- 
« conſiſtent with their faith.” And did they act incon- 
ſiſtently on this occaſion only? Or will it be ſaid, their con- 
duct was conſiſtent with their faith, ſetting baptiſm out of 
the queſtion ? 

J am now come to that which principally alarmed me 
with reſpect to my former ſentiments. And it may in- 
deed be ſaid, I ſtood in need of converſion fo far as I ſtood 
connected in heart with this writer. May I ſignify to you 
the language of my heart on this occaſion ? «—What can 
« be ſaid of the principle and practice of the people with 
* whom I ſtand connected in this matter? — The prin- 
„ ciple on which we have been led to deny the baptiſm 
& of infants, and by which we have been conducted in 
* our oppoſition to it, ſtands condemned by Jeſus, and 
ec connected with his diſpleaſure; a principle too which has 
c led the moſt, if not all, of us, to put ſuch a conſtruction 
& on his words, as is not only contrary to their obvious 
„ ſenſe, but to the uniform doctrine of ſalvation by grace; 
« in a word, a principle that in whomſocver it predo- 
ce minates, it keeps them out of the kingdom of heaven, 
« and ifit holds its dominion, eternally ruins them !” 

Let us now ſee how it leads the author of theſe letters 
to give the ſenſe of the Lord's words concerning little chil- 
dren, after the common and moſt approved writers, - both 


B iptiſt and Paedobaptiſt. 
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But if we look a little better into the text, we may 
& eaſily ſee, that our Lord, by theſe words, of ſuch is the 
« kingdom of God, does not ſo much intend the perſons of 
« little children, as thoſe who reſemble them in diſpoſitions, 
&« as is evident fro: the words following, Yerily ] ſay un- 
ce ta you, whoſoever ſhall not receive the kingdom of God as a 
&« little child, he fhall not enter therein.“ Theſe diſpaſitions, 
repreſented in a little child, on which we receive the king- 
dom of God, are thus laid before us; „ h¹mility, harmleſs- 
0 neſo and ſumplicity, p. 86. Thus we muit enter the king- 
dom of God. Have you and I then entered this kingdom 
by thoſe diſpoſitions ? Or can we now hold our title to the 
kingdom by them ? Perhaps we are not inclined to ſpeak 
out ſo plainly as our author; but we have certainly been 
hovering over this thought, however much we have been 
impoſing on ourſelves thro' the deceit of this bewitching 
principle. (Heb. iii. 12. 13. Jer. xvii. 9.) And, as this is 
a ſubject on which it is dangerous to conceal any thought 
confirmed in the conſcience by the ſcripture, I muſt obſerve 
further to you, with reſpect to myſelf, that ſo far as I haye 
been under the government of this doctrine, in conſidering 
the way of entering into the kingdom of God, I have 
been ſhort of the kingdom. This being conſidered, you 
need not wonder when | add, what formerly I had no 
notion of, that a ſeemingly- ſmall error concerning baptiſm, 
as it ſtands ſo immediately connected with the kingdom of 
God, may prove fatal. And it is the nature of this doc- 
trine, as it is the part of all evil influence, to obſcure our 
danger, decoy our attention, and harden our hearts againſt 
admitting the conviction of truth. 

Our notion of baptiſm has been our ſtrong fortreſs, 
in which we have defended ourſelves with eaſe againſt the 
impreſſion of truth as demonſtrating our danger. Still it 
muſt be remembered, the truth 7s mghty to pull down ,—with 
God all things are poſſible. And under the forcible opera- 
tion of the truth, in abſolute defiance of all oppoſition, 
demoliſhing ſtrong holds,caſting down reaſonings, and every 

his 


(83) 

high thing that exalts itſelf againſt the knowledge of God 
— when one is found without refuge on any fide, the con- 
ſolation is not eaſily told which ſprings from the words of 
Chriſt to perſons ſtriving to enter the kingdom of God by 
thoſe diſpoſitions preſcribed in theſe letters; The preblicans 
and harlots go into the kingdom of God before you. Here me- 
think sthe agency of divine truth ſtands awfully diſtinguiſh- 
ed from any other power, and finds no example in nature: 
I kill, and I make alive. 

Thoſe words of Jeſus Chriſt to the Jewiſh elders ſtand 
now addreſſed to the leaders of that branch of the Chriſtian 
world, diſtinguiſhed by the name of Baptiſt, with as ſtrict 
propriety as they can do to any other denomination of 
the Chriſtian clergy. We have valued ourſelves, not a 
little, on claſſing with this diviſion of the antichriſtian 
kingdom. But let us ſoberly reflect, that theſe words of 
Chriſt to his diſciples, concerning infants, were ſpoken in 
the view of a ſet of profeſſors to ariſe, denying infants to 
be of his kingdom, in whom the diſpoſition of his diſciples, 
his rebuke and his diſpleaſure, ſhould receive a full ac- 
compliſhment. And among the various denominations of 
the profeſſed followers of Chriſt, where ſhall we find any 
to whom the conduct of the diſciples and the cenſure of 
their Lord, on this occaſion, is ſo exactly applicable? We 
have, with hardened confidence, from the moſt pernicious 
principle, been contradicting the doctrine of the Lord and 
Saviour, ſet before us in the moſt eaſy and determinate 
language: and, in oppoſition to this doctrine, we have been 
aiming to enter his kingdom by a ſet of dz/po/itrons, which 
place us above the need of ſalvation, glorying over thoſe 
utterly deſtitute of all qualifications. And thus, under the 
notion of hambly entering the kingdom of God, have we 


been cheriſhing that ſelf-righteous pride which portends 


our deſtruction. 

But how muſt we receive the kingdom of God as a little 
child ? Not, ſurely, by thoſe diſpoſitions pointed out in theſe 
letters ! for it is not common, on ſuitable provocations, 
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to perceive theſe diſpoſitions in little children. But the 
little children who receive the kingdom of God, can ds 
notking towards their reception, They can neither help 
themſelves towards it by their humility, their harmleſſneſs, 
nor their ſimplicity: to exerciſe theſe diſpoſitions for in- 
titling them to an entrance they are without any degree of 
ability. If they muſt not enter the kingdom of God, 
without, at leaſt, ſome aſſiſting qualifications, they myſt, 


even remain out of it. In one word, they can neither ber.: « 


concerned in working or wiſhing to further their admiſſion. * 
It is in this way, by mere mercy, that a little child enters 
into the kingdom of God. 

Now Jeſus Chriſt informs us, that all who enter into his 
kingdom enter as little children. His diſciples were not 
under the influenceof this knowledge which he taught them, 
in their forbiding infants to come to him. But the know- 
ledge and warning which Jeſus deligned his diſciples by this 
event, to detect this bias in their hearts, and arm them 
againſt its operating their deſtruction, was immediately af- 
terward further enlarged and inforced. This was by the 
next occurrence that called for their attention, as forming 
- a ſtriking contraſt with this. 

The next ſucceeding circumſtance of the goſpel-hiſtory, 
according to all the three evangeliſts, was a young man, a 
ruler, that came to Jeſus, having nothing leſs in view than 
entering the kingdom of God, or inheriting eternal life : 
And tho' he had no notion of entering as a little child; yet 
he had no ſmall regard, as it would ſeem, for the inſtruc- 
tion of Jeſus on the queſtion he had to propoſe concerning 
it: Nhat good thing ſhall I de ta have eternal life? The 
diſciples, before this, had their minds fully employed in re- 
flecting on thoſe utterly incapable of affording themſelves 
any help towards eternal life, or even of apprehending the 
danger of coming ſhort of it, Here their attention is de- 
manded to one ſeemingly in very different circumſtances. 
_ young man, under no deſiciencies in point of capacity, 

either 
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either with reſpect to underſtanding or working his way 
to the kingdom, according to the direction he ſhould re- 
ceive. He comes humbly ſubmitting to the inſtruction of 
Jeſus, and with the harmleſs diſpoſition to proceed to what- 
ever good thing ſhould be told him to entitle to it, yea, 
and in ſo much ſimplicity as to be quite inapprehenſive of 
meeting with any direction to goodneſs and mercy that 
would prove diſguſtful to thoſe excellent diſpoſitions with 
which he comes qualified. 

If it is our mind, that an inheritance in the kingdom of 
God is to be obtained in the way here propoſed, that is, 
by doing good things, according to our notion of goodneſs ; 
or if we are governed by the ſpirit of this doctrine, while 
we are formally, with much pains, oppoſing the ſyſtem of 
doctrine itſelf; then, if we conſider infants in connection 
with the reſt of mankind, without a title to the inheritance, 
it will be natural for us to heſitate about their entering, till 
we can perceive in them thoſe good diſpaitians on which 
we ourſelves have entered the kingdom of God. It muſt 
be the ſight of theſe diſpoſitions that will recommend them 
toour reſpect, as joint partakers with us in the benefit of 
eternal life by Chriſt: for the notion of any virtue in the 
baptiſmal water to qualify them, is not in repute among us. 


The Lord, in anſwer to the young ruler's queſtion,. and 
agreeable to its import, and to his own diſpoſition, refers 
him to the law requiring love to our neighbour, as the 
proof of our love to God. And this way to life was both 
agreeable to the law of Moſes, and of nature; which con- 
cur in eſtabliſhing an inſeparable connection between 
ebedience and life; or doing the will of God, and inheriting 
his favour. The only danger of miſſing the favour of God 
in this way, and which leaves us no hope for infants, muſt 
reſult from the inperfectien of our obedience, We have 
no occaſion toperplex ourſelves about the queſtion that has 


been ſo much agitated among us, Whether life be the re- 
ward 
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ward of our obedience? yea, even to ſtop at this queſtion 
throws a diſhonourable reflection on the law and its author. 
Accordingly, when the ruler had ſignified his previous obe- 
dience to what had been propoſed, yet hinted a doubt it 
there was not ſtill ſome deficiency in it, Jeſus then directed 
him to the greateſt proof he could have of his perfection, 
It may ſuffice to ſay, on the effect of this direction, that nei- 
ther his reſpect for Jeſus, nor his concern for eternal life, 
nor both together, could induce him to undergo the propo- 
ſed trial of the perfection of his obedience. So true it is, 
that we cannot entertain too much jealouſy of the integrity 
of our diſpoſitions towards the divine law: and yet we are 
ever ready to harbor the ſtrongeſt confidence in ourſelves 
in this caſe, while we can readily take with the charge 
of imperfeQion in our actions. 

As the ſpirit and conduct of the diſciples, on the for- 
mer occaſion, was an earneſt before hand of what ſhould 
more extenſively take place under the Chriſtian profeſſion ; 
ſo the ſpirit of this young ruler gave an early in- 
ſtance of what ſhould afterward be more fully exem- 
plified under a cloak of adhering to the inſtructions of the 
goſpel. In this young ruler the diſciples had a clearer 
view of that ſpirit by which they were influenced to forbid 
infants coming to their maſter, and to be of his kingdom; 
and a comment on thoſe words he had ſaid to them, Mo- 
ſeever ſhall not receive the kingdem of God as a little child, ſball 
in no wiſe enter therein ; for he ſummed up the import of this 
whole tranſaction in theſe words: How hardly fhall they 
that have riches enter into the kingdom of God. 

Now as ſoon as we begin to enquire at our hearts for the 
reaſons why we cannot acknowledge our infants to belong 
to Chriſt, equally with ourſelves, we are immediately over- 
taken with reaſonings to this effect: 

Our infants cannot believe, repent, and bring forth 
ce fruits meet for repentance and faith, like us; and there- 
& fore we muſt not be perſuaded to think, from any word 
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of Chriſt concerning them, that they, equally with our 
ſelves, are included in the appearance of Chriſt's king- 
dom in this world : moreover, there is ſomething quite 
unſuitable to our notion of the kingdom in receiv- 
ing them as ſubjects on a footing with ourſelves; and 
eſpecially, in adminiſtering baptiſm to them who can have 
no knowledge of the ordinance, nor receive any advan- 
tage from it, as we have and can do, Nay how con- 
contemptible, and beneath the dignity of our profeſſion, 
to be dealing in ſuch childiſh matters in our ſolemn con- 
cerns with the kingdom of heaven : — How inconſiſtent 
with the ſacred nature of our profeſſion to be bringing 
theſe (moſt likely) unhallowed, or however, ignorant 
creatures, to holy baptiſm: It is like Nadab and Abi- 
hu bringing ſtrange fire before the Lord. — Theſe ediſ- 
ciples! Commend us to ſuch perſons for ſubjects of 
Chriſt's kingdom and of baptiſm, as can have a feel- 
ing ſenſe of what they are doing in baptiſm, and who 
have ability and a heart to expreſs ſomething of the king- 
dom of God within them, and give us an account of a 
work of grace performed on their hearts (a ſubſtantial 
title to the kingdom and to baptiſm); at the ſame time 
ſhewing us a ſenle of their own unworthineſs, and their 
being poſlefled of a ſpitit of ſelf- abaſement, to the ex- 
alting of Chriſt, — Commend us to ſuch ſubjects as can 
ſhew us theſe eſſential qualifications, humzlity, meekneſs, 
and /implicity, planted and cheriſhed by a work of grace. 


«© When little children come this length, and can go after Chriſt 
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in the chriſtian profeſſion, like us, let them then be ac- 
knowledged ſubjects of the kingdom of God, and baptiz- 
ed. For the ſubjects of this kingdom have all the law of 
God written in their hearts, and all know him from the 
leaſt unto the greateſt. "Thro' this work of the ſpi- 
rit they believe in the name of the ſon of God, and by 
the profeſſion of this faith they appear to be the ſeed of 
Abraham, children of the free woman, and heirs accord- 
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« ing to the promiſe, to whom belong the ſpiritual privi- 
* leges, baptiſm among the reſt : “ and as theſe things can- 
© not be found in infants, as they are in us, let us act a 
« wiſe and ſcrious part, and keep them at a diſtance, till 
* they can ſhew themſelves poſſeſſed of theſe neceſſary 
<& qualifications for baptiſm, and a place in the kingdom of 
e heaven.” 

I have here aſſumed our old principles and language, in 
order, if it may be, to introduce to your conſcience theſe 
two queſtions: 1. Is this, or not, the way in which we 
have been receiving the kingdom of God? 2. Is our re- 
ceiving it in this way, receiving it as a little child? 

But let us again call to mind theſe words of our au- 
thor : If we look a little better into the text we may ea- 
« ſily ſee, that our Lord by theſe words, of ſuch is the king- 
. dom of God, does not ſo much intend the perſons of little 
« children, as thoſe who reſemble them in diſpoſitions:? So 
the ſenſe of the Lord's words runs thus: ** Suffer theſe 
little children to come to me; not that I would have 
you concern yourſelves about the perſons of little chil- 
« dren being of my kingdom, which you have no right to 
« ſuppoſe ; but you muſt advert that I can inſtruct you 
« by the example of a little child, and they may ſupply 
te the place of a lamb or a dove, while I teach you an em- 
ce blematical leſſon concerning thoſe diſpoſitions by which 
& you muſt enter my kingdom; for I would have you to 
& know for certain, that whoſoever are not qualified 
© with thoſe diſpoſitions, humility, harmleſſnefs, and fim- 
& plicity, which you ſee repreſented to you in theſe little 
& children, he ſhall not enter therein.” 

Now, if we are ſo hardned with the ſenſe of our own 
excellency above infants, as to keep our ſelves in counte- 
nance with this ſenſe of the Lord's words concerning them» 
what ſhall we make of his ta#ing them up in his arms, put- 
ing his hand an them, and bleſſing them, as a full confirmation 
of his words, „/ fuch is the kingdom of heaven,! Shall we ſay 
* p. (5, 66. ” 
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it was not the perſons of theſe little children he gave the 
bleſſing of his kingdom to, but to ſuch as reſemble them in 
diſpoſitions ? This would be rather 2 plain dealing: And 
therefore we muſt learn to diſtinguiſh between thoſe whom 
he declared to be of his kingdom, and thoſe to whom he 
gave the blefling of his Kingdom; for it is acknowledged 
the children were bleſſed. But even the being ſhews their 
memberſhip in the church of Chriſt, after the declaration 
is profanely ſeparated from it. 
Again, while we are going about to deny the perſons of 
little children being declared of the kingdom, what con- 
nection can we ſee between the diſciples forbidding them 
and Chriſe's admonition in theſe words, whoſoever ſhall not 
receive the kingdom of God as a little child, be ſhall in no wiſe 
enter therein? 

Our author produces Mat. xviii. 2. 7. to ſhew us © that 
cc thoſe whom Chriſt calls little children, are ſuch as 
cc believe in him, and are converted, whoſe character will 
«© not anſwer to infants, and to none but thoſe who 
« are adults in age, tho' weak in the faith.” And he tells 
us, The Lord called thoſe little children, whom the 
diſciples forbad to come to him, the ſubjects of his king- 
dom, the ſame way as he called the bread, which he bleſſed, 
his body, and the cup, his blood 7” 

In Mat. chap. 18. The diſciples were on a point of 
honour, or pre-eminence with reſpect to their places in the 
kingdom of Chriſt. And what could be more proper on 
this occaſion, thaa to take one of the ſubjects of this king- 
dom, whom they would mutually agree (by that ſpirit which 
influenced them to puſh for pre-eminence, and produced 
the queſtion, ver. 1.) to reckon of no great importance, 
and lower them down to a level with ſuch a ſubject, to ſhew 
them their true cxaltation in the kingdom; telling them 
that whoever humbled himſelf to a level with that ſubject, 
he was the greateſt; and withall, that whoever ſhould re- 
ceive ſuch a ſubject in his name, received himſelf; at the 
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ſame time admoniſhing them, that whoſoever ſhould offend 
one of theſe little, ones, by looking down upon it as far be- 
neath him, in point of importance and reſpect from Chriſt, i: 
were better for ſuch a profeſſor that a millſtone were hanged about 
his neck, and he were drowned in the depth of the ſea ? And it 
may be well for us ſeriouſly to conſider if theſe words 
have not been pointing more directly at us than we have 
been apprehending. Now, while theſe little ones take in 
all the children of God, and fo thoſe who humble them. 
ſelves as low as little children, to the receiving them in 
Chriſt's name, as being of as much importance in his 
ſight as themſelves, the little child ſet before the diſciples 
is not excluded, nor any ſuch. There is not even the 
ſhadow of a foundation for ſuch an excluſion in this whole 
paſſage, Luke ſays, chap. ix. 47, 48. And Feſus per- 
ceiving the thoughts of their heart, rock a child and ſet him by 
him, and ſaid unto them, whoſoever receiueth this child in 
my name recerveth me + and whoſoever receiueth me, receiveth 
him that ſent me : for he that is ogy among you all, the ſame ſhall 
be the great. 

I have but one thing more to notice in this letter, which 
the author vapours over with great confidence. It ſeems 
the author of the diſſertation thinks he has not authority 
from the ſcripture for re-baptizing thoſe who have received 
baptiſm in ſome diviſion of the apoſtate church, when they 
ſeparate themſelves from it. And if a perſon ſhould 
ſeparate from ſome baptiſt church our author eſteems he. 
terodox, and propoſe joining him, would he, in the firſt 
place, have him re-baptized ? But as he ſhews no ſcripture 
foundation for ſuch a baptiſm, nor even ſuppoſes it to have 
ſuch a foundation, there can be no occaſion for paying fur- 
ther regard to any thing he has ſaid on this head. 

Enough has now been ſaid to let you ſee, in what light 
we conſider theſe letters, from what ſource we apprehend 
every argument proceeds, and what purpoſes they are 
calculated to promote. We have been long enſnared 


wich 


| (91) 
wich the ſame ſort of arguments, and, in reflecting on their 
nature and tendency, we cannot too much admire the mer- 


cy of God in our eſcape. And as theſe letters, among other 
things, became ſubſervient to our deliverance, however much 
I diſapprove of the doctrine they contain, I may yet re- 
turn you my thanks for making me a compliment of them, 
Whitehaven, I am, Sir, 
Sept. 8, 1768. 
Your friend and ſervant, 


Joux HuppLEesTON. 
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ITH reſpect to the authors tenth letter it may be 

obſerved, that both baptiſts and pædobaptiſts have, 
in their turns, acknowledged that the ſcriptures alone muſt 
determine the controverſy between them; as well as that 
the practices in the chriſtian profeſſion, after the deceaſe 
of the apoſtles, quietly degenerated from their former purity 
and ſimplicity. And ſo, by the mutual conſent of both 
parties, we may ſay, that whatever can be propoſed to us 
from any authors after the apoſtles is not needed to fix our 
judgment in this controverſy. And it is well for you and 
me that it is ſo, if we want either the leiſure, learning, or 
acceſs to books that are neceſſary to lead us to the bottom of 
the argument from ancient writers. 

However, from comparing the author of the diſſertation 
and his antagoniſt, with others, it appears, 

1. That about an hundred years after the death of the 
apoſtles, infant-baptiſm was the general practice: and it 
ſeems difficult to account for its being generally practiſed at 
that time, and yet no oppoſition to it te be met with before, 
unleſs we ſuppoſe it to have been generally practiſed, with. 
out any notable interruption, from the apoſtles, The 
author of the letters indeed ſays, “it had no being till 
* 'Tertullian oppoſed it in the concluſion of the ſecond cen- 
tury,” p. 90. But this ſaying is not only without any founda- 
tion, but manifeſtly condemned by the way in which Ter- 
tullian expreſſes himſelf, The paſſage produced from him 
in the diſſertation, cited by the author of the letters, may 
ſerve to ſettle this point. While Tertullian pleads for de- 
laying the baptiſm of infants, till they come to underſtand. 


ing, and a diſpoſition of ſeeking it, he ſays nothing that 
carries 
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carries the moſt diftant intimation of its being a newly- 
introduced practice. Yea we have as much reaſon from 
him for concluding, that baptizing unmarrted adults, im- 
mediately on believing, had no being till his time; for of 
the unmarried he ſays, “it is proper to make them wait 
<« for ſome time, by reaſon of the temptations which they 
& have to undergo, till they are married, or have attain- 
ed to the gift of continency.” 

2. It likewiſe appears that the words of Chriſt, Sur 
little children, and forbid them not to come unto me, were 
currently held as an authority for baptizing infants in 
Tertullian's time; to which he himſelf had no direct ob- 
jection, but yet, by an artful turn of expreſſion, ſuſpended 
the application of Chriſt's words to infants, till they were 
« advanced in years, and had learned their religion.” He 
acknowledges that © the Lord indeed ſays, hinder not lit- 
& tle children from coming to me, and yet adviſes to hinder 
them till they are no longer little children, ſetting —_ the 
plain ſenſe of the Lord's words. 

The author of the diſſertation is charged with “' moſt 
c egregiouſly wreſting Tertullian's words” on this head &, 
but the charge is ſo egregiouſly abſurd that no common 
attentive reader can miſs obſerving it. 

But, as before ſaid, it is plain from Tertullian's words, 
that what Chriſt had ſaid concerning infants, was then 
conſidered as an authority for their baptiſm : ſo we can- 
not, in truth, ſay, with the author of the letters, p. 96. 
That the fir{t;arguments we hear of among chriſtians in 
behalf of infant baptiſm, are found in Cyprian's epiſtle 
to Fidus. 

3. It further appears, that infant- baptiſm was not at this 
time abſolutely denied as a thing altogether unlawful. Even 


Tertullian himſelf did not do this It may not be amiſs here 


to inſert a paſſage from upin : Speaking of Tertullian's 
book of baptiſm he ſays, „The fifth reflection is con- 
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& cerning the condition of thoſe who are to receive bap- 
« tiſm. He ſays, that it is not to be adminiſtered raſhly, 
and that it is good ſometimes to put ſome ſtop to it, that 


* thoſe who receive it may be the better diſpoſed. He 
e would chicfly have this diſcipline obſerved in reſpect 
“e to infants, and tho' he ſuppoſes they are capable of 
receiving baptiſm, yet he will not allow them to be 
© baptized without neceſſity.“ | 

The author of the letters obſerves, p. 99, 100, © That 
« even in Auguſtine's time, infants neither received bap- 
* tiſm nor the Lord's Supper, but when they appeared 
*© weakly or in danger of death.—Auguſiine's own bap- 
«* tiſm was deſerred till he was upwards of thirty years of 
& age, tho' educated a chriſtian by his mother Monica; 
% and he tells us, that being young, and falling ſick, he 
« defired, and his mother thought to have him baptized 
& but upon his recovery it was deferred; nor was his own 
% ſon baptized till he was fifteen, with many others, that 
c might be mentioned, at that time.“ 

This was ſurely not the z:fant-baptiſm againſt which 
Tertullian wrote ; but how fitly did it come as the effect 
of the influence of his reaſoning ? And our practice in the 
baptiſt profeſſion has come as the effect of that ſame rea- 
ſoning, diſincumbered of reſpe& for ſome ſcripture ex- 
preſſions, and improved to perfection. 

In the laſt of theſe letters, the author, in conformity 
to our current opinion, is very confident that there can 
be no true manner of baptizing, but by immerſion only. 

But our confidence in this matter is not grounded on 
an uniform regard for the authority of the words of the New 
Teſtament. This is abundantly confirmed to me from the 
following conſideration : 

Paul ſays, Rom. vi. 4. We are buried with Chriſt 
by baptiſm, as he does alſo Col. ii. 12. and we are poſi. 
tive that the apoſtle, in theſe texts, is alluding to the mode 


of baptiſm ; and that, from the likeneſs there is between 
being 
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being buried, and baptiſm by immerſion ; any other man- 
ner of baptiſm beſpeaks diſregard to the apoſtles words. 
Let us then ſee how our great regard for the words of 
the apoſtles, of which we ſo much boaſt in this contro- 
verſy, continues with us. 

The apoſtles have made baptiſm with water the ſign 
and figure of the baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, as John 
Baptiſt ſaid, Mark i. 8. I indeed Laptize you with water © 
but he (Chriſt) ſhall baptize you with the Floly Ghajt ; (See 
alſo Matt. iii. 11. Luke iii. 16. John i. 26. 33.) and as 
the Lord ſaid, Acts i. 5. For John truly baptized with 
water, but ye ſhall be laptized with the Hey Gheft; on which 
Peter ſaid, in his defence for going to the Gentiles, Acts xi. 
16. Then remembered I the ward of the Lord, how that be 
faid, John indeed baptized with water, but ye all be bap- 
 rized with the Floly Ghaſt. The baptiſm of the Holy 
Ghoſt he had thus expreſſed in the former verſe, the Holy 
Ghoſt fell on them, as on us at the beginning; and we ſee 
how the Holy Ghoſt fell on them at the beginning, from 
his application of Jocl's prophecy, Acts ii. 17, 18. Aud 
it ſhall come to paſs in the laſi days (faith Gd) I will pour 
out of my ſpirit upon all fleſh :—and on my ſervants, and on my 
handmaidens, I will pour out in thoſe days of my ſpirit. ver. 33. 
Therefore being by the right hand of God exalted, and having 
received of the Father the promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, he hath 
poured out this, which ye now ſee and hear. This then which 
is expreſſed by POURING out ON men, is the baptiſm of 
the Holy Ghoſt, prefigured by baptiſm with water. Now 
can we pretend to ſay, the analogy between the ſign 
and the thing ſignified in baptiſm is not ſo apparent in 
theſc paſſages, as in Rom. vi. 4. Col. ii. 12? But what 
regard have we ſhewn to theſe paſſages when put in mind 
of them? About as much as we would do to an o/d ballad. 
When I think of our perverſe partiality in this buſineſs, 

and 
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and our way of handling the word of God deceitfully * 
to defend ourſelves 2oainſt conviction, I am re it ought 
to be with ſhame ! 

Let it be ſaid, that to ridicule hoptiſar by immerſion 
does not beſpeak reverence for Paul's words already no- 
ticed ; and let this alſo be granted. It may ſurely alſo be 
ſaid, that to ſpeak againſt baptiſm by PpouRIN G water oN 
men, does not beſpeak reverence for the apoſtle's words in 
a much greater number of paſſages. But then it ſeems, 
we are quite indifferent about the mode of baptiſm, and 
can allow of its being performed by immer/ion, by pouring, 
or by ſprinkling, juſt as it ſuits us. Tho' this, that has 
been often ſaid, is not the ſimple fact, yet if the ſcripture 
give liberty to baptize either by dipping into water, or 
by pouring on water, how then ? Muſt we withſtand 
God? From whence came our wiſdom to confine baptiſm 
ſo to the —— mode of immerſion that we cannot ad- 
mit any other? 

After all, I acknowledge it does not appear to me ſo 
evident, that the apoſtle, Rom. vi. 4. does aliude to the 
mode of baptiſm at all; but rather ſpeaks of baptiſm as 
a ſolemn rite, by which our death and reſurrection with 


Chriſt is teſtified and confirmed. It requires ſome ſtrain- 
ing of his words to make them have this import: © Like 
« as we are buried in the water of our baptiſm, ſo are we 
e buried with Chriſt ; and like as we riſe out of the water 


Hence our readineſs to ſeize and improve any ſingular interpretation of 
a text that falls in our way, againſt the moſt obvious inſtruction intended for 
us. Dr. Gill, under the patronage of Dr, Caſaubon, ſays, “The extraor- 
« dinary donation of the ſpirit on the day of Pentecoſt, is called a being bap- 
ce tized with the Holy Ghoſt; the emblem of which was a ruſhing mighty 
«wind, which filled all the houſe where they were fitting ; fo that they were 
cc as if immerſed into it, and covered with it; and therefore very properly 
« called a baptiſm, in alluſion to baptiſm by immerſion,” (Serm. at Mr. 
Carmichael's baptiſm, p. 25.) Whereas the plenitude of the gift is not the 
thing in queſtion, but the manner in which it was beſtowed.— They were 
baptized with the Holy Ghoſt : Bow? By their being immerſed in the Holy 


Ghoſt ? Nay, but by the Holy Choſt being poured upon them. 
| in 
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“ in baptiſm, ſo do we riſe with Chriſt.” But, as ob. 
ſerved in the appendix to the diſſertation, 4% The ſimi- 
„ litude or likeneſs that the apoſtle ſpeaks of, is not at all 
&« ſaid by him to lie in the ſign or manner of waſhing : 
« forhe tells us plainly wherein lies the likeneſs of Chriſt's 
e reſurrection, wherein we are planted by baptiſm ; he 
& ſays, that like as Chrift was raiſed up from the dead, — 
ce even ſo we alſo ſhould walk in newneſs of life, And, juſt 
c fo, according to the apoſtle, the likeneſs of his death 
„ muſt be our being dead with Chriſt to ſin, having our 
& old man crucified with him, that the "IP of ſm might be 
* deſtroyed.” 

May I now requeſt you to examine what the author of 
the letters gives us as an anſwer to the plea for baptizing 
by pouring out water on men, from the baptiſm of the 
the Holy Ghoſt. His undertaking, on this ſubject, par- 
ticularly called him to ſhape ſome reply. And whoever 


can receive ſatisfaction from any thing he has ſaid, it muſt _ 


be a matter of equal moment to them, whether they receive 
ſatisfaction in theſe matters thro' the medium of reading or 
dreamin g. 

We have found much to ſay, and amuſe ourſelyes 
with, from the baptiſm of which Chriſt ſpeaks, Luke xii. 
50. as. importing his ſufferings as repreſented Pſal. Ixix. 2. 
I am come into deep waters, where the floods overflow me. 
But to how little purpoſe. How much have we regarded 
other ſcriptures that ſpeak of his ſufferings from the divine 
anger poured upon him, as Iia. xlii. 25. Therefore he hath 
poured upon him the fury of his anger. And in numerous 


paſſages is the divine anger, fury, indignation, and curſe | 


repreſented as POURED OUT on its objects. Moreover, it 
is plain, ſrom comparing Matt. iii. 16.17. 1 John v. 6, 8. 
John xix. 34, 35. Luke xii. 50. that Jeſus had particu- 
larly in view the iſſuing of blood and water from hi3 
pierced fide, when he faid, hone a ** to be baptize 4 
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As to the ſenſe of the word garrièd, you and I, whe 
cannot lay claim to the character of learned men, cannot 
pretend to have our judgment governed. by obſerving 
our ſuperiors at odds about that unimportant phraſe, the 
primary ſenſe. Divers words beſides this are differently 
applied in ſcripture from the primary ſenſe given them 
in Lexicons. We ſee how the word is applied by the 
Holy Ghoſt to his being poured forth on men, as it is 
alſo to the diverſe purifications appointed for approaching 
the earthly ſanctuary, Heb. ix. 10, and to the waſhing of 
hands, cups, pots, brazen veſſels, and tables or beds, 
(Mark vii. 4.) however the waſhing be performed. And 
this is ſufficient, 

Nor do the places of baptizing, with ſome circumſtances 
recorded of perſons baptized, (on which we have laid great 
ſtreſs) furniſh any argument againſt pouring, or indeed 
import that they were otherwife baptized. It has been 
obſerved by ſeveral writers, that, from Matt. iii. 16. 
and Acts viii. 39. according to'the Greek, there is no neceſ- 
ſity for ſuppoſing that the Lord and the eunuch did any 
more than go down te the water and come up from it “. 
But let us ſuppoſe, according to our tranſlation, that they 
went to ſome depth in the water, which, from the man- 
ner of their clothing, they might, without any inconveni- 
ence; there is not ſrom this any more probability of their 
being baptized by immerũon, than by pouring water on 
them, ſeeing it might be more conveniently adminiftred 


Mr. Brine was afraid, that if the Greek prepoſitions eg, tv, were rendered 
fo, and ex, are, from, as applied to Chriſt and the eunuch at their baptiſm, as 
they are on other occaſions, we ſhould then be at a loſs what liquid to uſe in 
baptizing, whether water, wine, oil, or ſomething elſe, [ Hagtiſis wirdicatce, 
p. 72.) Yea he thought he could compel his pzcobeptitt brethren to acknow- 
ledge, from their manner of criticizing on theſe Greek prepoſitions, that it 
is not to be proved, that Chriſt or the eunuch were haptized with water, or 
that the apoſtles uſed water baptiſm ; tho', in the ſame context, where he read 
of Jeſus coming to John to be baptized, John ſays, I indeed baptize you with 
water, 
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in ſuch a ſituation, by pouring water from the hand of the 
baptizer, than at the brink of the water, 

And when we conſider that the Lord at his baptiſm was 
ſet apart to fulfill all righteouſneſs for his people, and to his 
public miniſtry, as his diſciples are, thereby, to the chriſtian 
profeſſion, we may alſo conſider, if it be not very doubt- 
ful, whether any of the members of the Old-Teſtament 
church and kingdom were ſet apart to any work or office 
by immerſion, while yet we frequently ſee them ſo ſanc- 
tified by waſhing, and by ſprinkling with water and blood, 
as well as by pouring oil on the head. Exo. xxix. 4, 7, 
21. chap. xl. 12, 13, 15. 1 Sam. x. 1. chap. xvi. 12, 13. 

2 Sam. ii. 4. 1 Kings i. 34, 39. 2 Kings ix. 3, 6. 
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